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Monday,  3  November  194-7 


INTERNATIONAL  !IILITARY  TRIBUNAL 
FOR  THE  FAR  EAST 
Court  House  of  the  Tribunal 
War  Ministry  Building 
Tokyo,  Japan 

The  Tribunal  met,  pursuant  to  adjournment, 

at  0930. 

Appearances: 

For  the  Tribunal,  all  Members  sitting,  with 
the  exception  of:  HONORABLE  JUSTICE  R.  B.  PAL,  Mem.ber 
from  India,  not  sitting  from  0930  to  16OO. 

For  the  Prosecution  Section,  same  as  before. 
For  the  Defense  Section,  sam.e  as  before. 

(English  to  Japanese  and  Japanese 
to  English  interpretation  was  made  by  the 
Language  Section,  IlfTFE. ) 


25 


/ 

3?^,?39 

L  I 

felAhSHAL  OF  THE  COUfiT:  The  International 

t  ■: 

Military  Tribunal  for  the  Far  East  is  now  in  session. 

I 

1 

1  2 
e 

ThE  PhESIDEiiT:'  All  the  accused  are  present 

1 

1 

except  SHIKATORI  and  TOGO  who  ere  represented  by 

&  4  ’ 

counsel.  V^e  have  a  certificate  from  the  prison 

'■  1 

W  5  1 

0  I 

surgeon  of  Sugamo  certifying  that  ShlRATORI  is  too 

1 

1  <'»  1 
f 

ill  to  attend  the  trial  today.  The  certificate  will 

/ 

be  recorded  and  filed.  With  the  Tribunal's  permission 

C> 

the  accused  TOGO  will  be  absent  from  the  courtroom 

10 

during  the  whole  of  the  morning  session  conferring 

11 

with  his  counsel. 

12 

General  Vasiliov, 

1 

13 

• 

GEWERAL  VASILIET:  Your  Honor,  the  last 

1 

14 

Y/ltness  Budarin  in  the  Soviet  phase  of  tne  prosecution, 

1 

n 

called  for  cross-examination,  has  arrived  in  Tokyo. 

1 

16 

As  this  witness  arrived  on  board  a  Soviet 

1 

1 

17 

ship,  and  it  is  desirable  that  the  witness  leave  on 

j 

18 

i  board  the  same  ship  which  probably  leaves  Tokyo 

•  1 

19 

'  tomorrow,  we  respectfully  ask  the  permission  of  the 

20 

1  Court  that  the  witness  Budarin  bo  examined  any  time 

\ 

21 

today  at  the  discretion  of  the  Court.  Mr.  Budarin 

i 

1 

22 

is  in  the  witness  room. 

2.i 

I  ap<»loglze  that  my  request  interrupts 

1 

24 

1 

25 

‘  KOISO's  case,  but  there  is  no  other  way  as  we  do  not 

1 

!  wish  the  witness  to  spend  more  time  than  is  necessary 

1 
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I  away  from  his  work. 

j  LR.  FUhl^E&Si  If  the  Tribunal  please,  the 

defense  never  requested  the  v/itness  Budarin  be  called 
for  cross-examination.  He  was  not  included  in  our 
I  motion.  We  told  the  Soviet  prosecutor  last  week 

that  y’e  had  no  wish  to  cross-exam.ine  him  and  that  he 
need  not  come  here.  Vte  do  not  feel  that  his  testimony 
is  of  any  material  importance  and  we  therefore  have 
no  wish  to  cross-examine  him,  and  we  never  had  such 

a  v/ish. 

GEkEHAL  ViiSILlbV:  The  defense  told  us  that 
they  didn't  wish  to  cross-examine  that  witness  last 
week  when  the  witness  was  on  board  ship  on  his  v/ay 
to  Tokyo. 

THE  PRESIDEivT:  They  say  they  never  asked 
for  him  to  be  brought  for  cross-examination. 

FURWESS:  \,e  were  also  told,  if  your 
Honor  please,  that  he  was  to  come  here  by  plane.  Vfe 
were  told  that  on  Wednesday  and  we  were  asked  v-hether 
we  wished  to  cross-examine  him.  Vi'e  told  them  that 
v’e  did  not  wish  to  cross-examine  him  and  there  was 
no  need  of  his  taking  the  plane, 
j  GLNLR/:L  VASILIEV;  It  was  not  on  Wednesday, 

j  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was  on  Thursday,  but  this  is 
not  tlie  most  Important  point.  When  the  affidavit  mbs 
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offer.-d,  the  defease  didn't  call  that  witness  for 
cross-examination.  But  In  July  of  this  year,  the 
defense  filed  a  blanket  motion  as  regards  all  v/itnesses 
in  the  Soviet  phase,  and  tiiis  motion  of  the  defense 
j  v/as  fully  granted,  which  means  that  the  witness 
j  Budarin  was  Included  as  well. 

\  THE  PHESIDEi^Tt  However,  they  do  not  v/ant 

i 

to  cross-examine  and  that  is  the  end  of  it, 

I(!H.  FbfiriESSi  If  your  Honor  please,  our 
j  motion  named  the  v;itncsses  we  v/anted  brought.  IVe 
1  argued  on  the  details  of  the  direc't  testimony  they 

had  given  and  told  why  v;e  wanted  to  cross-examine  them, 
Budarin  v/as  not  named.  It  was  not  a  blanket  motion. 

THE  PRESIDEl.T;  The  defense  do  not  v;ant  to 
cross-exan Ino  him,  the  Tribunal  do  not  want  him  cross- 
cxaD.lncd,  so  there  is  no  reason  why  he  should  not 
return  to  Russia  or  wherever  he  is  going  as  soon  as 

I 

j  transportation  is  availablo. 

GENERAL  VASIL lEVi  I  am  satisfied, with  the 
I 

permission  of  tlie  Tribunal,  that  the  v/itness  Budarin 
be  produced  before  the  Court.  If  the  defense  does 
not  desire  to  cross-examine  the  witness,  taking  into 
consideration  that  the  witness  has  especially  arrived 
I  in  Tokyo,  the  prosecution  desires  — 

I  THE  PRESIDEIvT:  You  mean  to  further  examine 
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him, 

TIiL  hUS&lAN  INTERPRETER;  "...the  prosecution 
desires  — "  The  Russian  prosecutor  hasn't  completed 
the  sentence. 

GENERAL  VASILIEV;  —  first,  that  the  v/itness 
confirm  his  affidavit  under  oath,  to  read  those 
parts  of  the  affidavit  not  previously  read  into  the 
transcript. 

I  state-  once  more  that  the  defense  filed 
a  blanket  motion  and  the  witness  Budarin  was  included 
in  that  motion.  Obviously  the  defense  have  changed 
their  minds  nov/  and  the  decision  of  the  Tribunal 
concerns  all  the-  wltnc'sses. 

iiiR.  FUliNESS;  I  state  once  again,  your  Honor, 
the  record  states  for  itself.  The  Court  can  read 
the-  motion,  Wc  have  not  changed  our  minds.  We  did 
not  wont  to  cross-examine  him  in  the  beginning,  Wo 
don't  want  to  cross-examine  him  now.  To  put  him  on 
the  stand  to  be  sworn  again  \.hcn  his  affidavit  is 
apparently  already  on  oath,  seems  to  us  a  waste-  of  time. 
The  remaining  parts  arc  already  in  evidence  even 
though  not  read. 

THE  PREfalDENT;  I  have  received  no  Intimation 
ffom  any  Member  of  the  Tribunal  that  he-  desires  that 
this  witness  be  called  for  any  purpose  whatsoever. 
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A  majority  of  the-  Tribunal  are  against 
you,  Gen^-ral.  I  have  received  notes  in  the  meantime 
indicating  that  at  least  one  or  two  Members  ’.vould 
be  prepared  to  hear  you,  but  a  majority  are  against 

I 

calling  him  for  any  purpose  whatsoever. 

I  Captain  Brooks. 

i 

!  I 

KUwlAKI  KOISO,  an  accused,  resumed  the 

I 

stand  and  testified  through  Japanese  inter-  i 

j  preters  as  follows:  i 

LH.  BROOKS:  I  will  continue  rcaaing'from 
page  22,  paragraph  23  of  the  English  text  of  exhibit 

3375* 

"23.  In  relation  to  my  answer  to  the  question 
I  on  the  Southern  expansion  raised  by  Mr.  FUKUDA,  Member 
cf  the  House  of  hepresontatives,  in  the ■75th  Session 
1  of  the  Diet  on  17  March,  1940,  Court  exhibit  2215-A, 

^  the  reply  I  made  at  the  outset  that  I  agreed  with 

him  did  not  mean  that  I  approved  of  the  method  proposed  . 
by  that  member,  but  it  m.eent  that  I  only  agreed  that  1 

I  ' 

I  it  v;as  necessary  to  pay  attention  to  economic  movement  | 
in  the  south.  This  is  proved  by  the  very  contents 
of  r;y  reply.  The  fact  that  I  held  the  opinion  that 
j  the  Southern  regions  vcrc  not  suitable  for  large-scale 
j  Japanese  emmigration  bc-cruse  of  climate  end  customs 
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Is  olso  clcpr  froHi  the  contents  of  my  reply.  Further¬ 
more,  it  Is  needless  to  soy  thrt  there  v/rs  no 
military  significance  to  this  discussion,  as  may  be 
seen  by  reading  the  whole  discussion  v;hich  took 
place  at  the  time,  as  it  only  deals  v/ith  purely 
economic  problems  of  comjnerco  and  emmigrotion, 

"24,  According  to  Court  exhibit  1309,  page 
l6,  it  is  said  that  the'  arrangement  of  sending 
Am.bassador  SAV/ADA  to  Dutch  East  Indies  as  the  Economic 
Envoy  in  July,  1940  was  dropped  because  of  myself. 
However,  I  did  not  knov;  that  Ambassador  SAV.ADA  had 
been  intended  to  be  the  Envoy,  nor  did  I  knev  that 
the  plan  was  changed  later.  Also  I  declined  the  offer 
of  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Foreign  Minister  v/hen 
1  v/as  requested  to  become  Economic  Envoy  because 
I  was  not  suited  for  it, 

"25.  I  was  Prime  Minister  from  22  July, 

1944  to  7  April,  1945. 

"The  matters  mentioned  in  exhibit  661  were 
decided  by  the  Supreme  Council  on  1  February,  1945. 

In  view  of  the  necessity  that  some  measures  should 
be  taken  to  defend  French  Indo-Chlna  for  self-subsistence 
and  defense  in  the  face  of  a  situation  where  the 
United  States  forces  had  already  landed  in  the 
Philippines  at  that  time,  and  their  planes  were  at 
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Is  also  Clear  from  the  contents  of  my  reply.  Further¬ 
more,  it  is  needless  to  soy  that  there  v/rs  no 
military  significance  to  this  discussion,  as  may  be 
seen  by  reading  the  whole  discussion  v.'hich  took 
place  at  the  time,  as  it  only  deals  v'ith  purely  j 

economic  problems  of  commerce  and  emmigration, 

"24,  According  to  Court  exhibit  1309,  page 
l6,  it  is  said  that  the  arrangement  of  sending 
Ambassador  SAWADA  to  Dutch  East  Indies  as  the  Economic 
Envoy  in  July,  1940  was  dropped  because  of  myself. 

However,  I  did  not  know  that  Ambassador  SAV.ADA  had 
been  intended  to  be  the  Envoy,  nor  did  I  kner  that 
the  plan  was  changed  later.  Also  I  declined  the  offer 
of  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Foreign  Minister  v/hon 
1  was  requested  to  become  Economic  Envoy  because 
I  was  not  suited  for  it, 

"25.  I  was  Prime  Minister  from  22  July, 

1944  to  7  April,  1945. 

"The  matters  mentioned  in  exhibit  66I  were 
decided  by  the  Supreme  Council  on  1  February,  1945. 

In  view  of  the  necessity  that  some  measures  should 
be  taken  to  defend  French  Indo-China  for  self-subsistence 
and  defense  in  the  face  of  a  situation  where  the 
United  States  forces  had  already  landed  in  the 
Philippines  at  that  time,  and  their  planes  were  at 
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times  rsiding  French  Indo-Chlna,  nnd  possibility 

1  j 

I  existed  of  American  landing  at  any  time  in  P'rench 

2 

Indo-China,  coupled  with  the  attitude  of  the  French 
Indo-China.  forces  which  became  decidedly  non- 

4  I 

I  cooperative  v.lth  our  forces  it  had  been  decided 

5  ' 

I  at  the  Supreme  Council  for  the  Direction  of  ’aar 

6  I 
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that  neasurc-s  be  taken  to  have  the  armed  forces 
and  constabulary  in  French  Indo-Chlna  reorganized 
and  placed  under  control  of  a  Japanese  Army  Commander, 
but  to  leave  the  da.te  and  the  execution  of  this 
decision  to  the  consultation  and  decision  of  the 
Army  Commander  and  the  diplomatic  representatives 
on  the  spot,  v/ho  should  obtain  the  consent  of  the 
Governor-General  of  French  Indo-Chlna  to  our  request 

I  at  this  time  and  to  make  efforts  to  arrange  by 
peaceful  me«ns  to  put  it  into  execution,  and  such 
measures  were  taken  by  the  authorities  on  the  spot 
on  March  9»  1945,  but  I  had  no  connection  therewith 
or  responsibility  therefor,  ns  its  execution  v;ps 

I 

i within  the  competence  of  the  Supreme  Comn-iand, 
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I  I  "26.  In  relation  to  the  treatment  of 

1 

prisoners  of  war  and  internees. 

I 

3  I  "The  responsibility  for  the  treatment  of  the 

4 ;  prisoners  of  war  and  internees  rested  with  those  con- 

1 

5  I  cerned  with  the  Central  Command,  and  the  Prime  Mini- 
r» !  ster  could  not  participate  in  matters  concerning 
'  :  the  Command  according  to  stipulations  in  the  former 
« I  Japanese  constitution.  I  was  allowed  to  attend  the 
I  Imperial  Headquarters  by  Imperial  comm.and  on  16 
j  I/:arch  1945  (20th  Year  of  Showa)  only  three  weeks 

II' 

before  my  resignation  as  Prime  linister.  This  privi- 

12 

lege  was  confined  however  to  listening  to  reports 

13 

on  the  progress  of  war  operations  and  did  not  allow 

14  j 

j  me  to  participate  directly  in  the  Supreme  Command. 

15  I 

Thus  I  had  no  responsibility  for  the  treatment  of 
prisoners  of  war  and  during  the  three  or  four  meetings 
of  the  Staff  Officers  of  the  Imperial  Headquarters 
,,,  that  I  was  allowed  to  attend  (they  were  held  twice 
2(, ;  per  week) ,  I  was  not  informed  even  once  about  any 

21  j  problem  of  mistreatment  of  prisoners  of  war, -at  least 

22  j  there  was  no  discussion  of  such  matters  at  any  meet- 
•^3  j  ing  at  which  I  was  present. 

I  "The  prosecution  alleges  that  matters  con- 

j  cerning  atrocities  and  mistreatment  of  prisoners  of 
Lwar  war£._well  .known  before  I  was  appointed  Prime _ 
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1  I'inister,  but  in  fact  there  was  no  public  knowledge 

2  about  such  matters.  Especially  I  knew  nothing  about 

3  them  since  I  was  located  in  Korea  from  May,  1942 

4  .'  (17th  Year  of  Showa)  to  July,  1944  (19th  Year  of 

5  i  Showa) .  I  believe  that  only  those  directly  in  charge 

I  of  urisoners  knew  about  the  existence  of.  such  problems. 
^  I  Also  the  possession  of  short-wave  radios  was  pro- 
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hibited  as  a  security  measure  for  maintenance  of 
peace  and  order  as  to  both  civilians  and  officials 
alike,  and  I  did  not  possess  a  short-wave  radio  nor 
did  I  hear  the  Eden  broadcasts,  nor  was  any  report 
ever  made  to  me  about  such  matters. 

"Censorship  on  the  publicity  of  information 
may  also  account  for  lack  of  public  knowledge  about 
such  matters. 

"Furthermore  the  notification  to  be  issued 
by  the  Vice-Minister  of  War  on  the  treatment  of 
prisoners  of  war  according  to  court  exhibit  2012, 


20  I  exhibit  2013  and  exhibit  2014  was  outside  of  the  scope 

21  1  of  the  duties  of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  was  not  of 
22]  a  nature  required  to  be  reported  to  m.e. 

2i  j  I'The  dates  cited  by  the  prosecution  of  almost 

all  of  the  protests  or  inquiries  from  foreign 
I  countries  regarding  the  treatment  and  services  of 

I 

L  -pf ison»rs  -of  war,  sea  victims  and  internees  in, general 
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:  B’inlster,  but  in  fact  there  was  no  public  knowledge 

I  I 

2]  about  such  matters.  Especially  I  knew  nothing  about 
3  i  them  since  I  was  located  in  Korea  from  May,  1942 
4i  (17th  Year  of  Showa)  to  July,  1944  (19th  Year  of 
5  !  Showa) .  I  believe  that  only  those  directly  in  charge 
1  of  nrisoners  knew  about  the  existence  of  such  problems. 

7  I  Also  the  possession  of  short-wave  radios  was  pro- 
”  I  hibited  as  a  security  measure  for  maintenance  of 
peace  and  order  as  to  both  civilians  and  officials 
alike,  and  I  did  not  possess  a  short-wave  radio  nor 
did  I  hear  the  Eden  broadcasts,  nor  was  any  report 
ever  made  to  me  about  such  matters. 

"Censorship  on  the  publicity  of  information 

14  I 

i  mav  also  account  for  lack  of  public  knowledge  about 

I 

such  matters. 

16 

"Furthermore  the  notification  to  be  issued 
17 

by  the  Vice-?^inister  of  V/ar  on  the  treati'ent  of 
,1,  prisoners  of  war  according  to  court  exhibit  2012, 

2(,  I  exhibit  2013  and  exhibit  2014  was  outside  of  the  scope 
21 ■  of  the  duties  of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  was  not  of 

22  I  a  nature  required  to  be  reported  to  me. 

I 

23  "The  dates  cited  by  the  prosecution  of  almost 

I 

all  of  the  protests  or  inquiries  from  foreign 
(  countries  regarding  the  treatment  and  services  of 
--prlsoners^-oX-war,  sea  victims  and  Internees  in  general  _ 
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came  at  the  time  when  I  was  not  Prime  Minister  and 
even  i^  a  fev/  might  have  come  during  my  tenure  as 
Prime  Minister,  I  received  no  reports  about  them, 
from  the  Foreign  Minister.  Therefore  I  knew  nothing 
about  those  matters  and  therefore  I  did  not  investi¬ 
gate  as  to  what  action  was  taken  in  relation  there¬ 
to  . 

"I  firmly  believed  that  prisoners  of  war 
were  being  treated  properly  by  our  country  because 
of  the  established  customs  for  treatment  of  prisoners 
of  war,  which  had  always  been  praiseworthy.  Such 
cases  described  in  this  court  of  cruel  and  inhuman 
acts  were  beyond  my  imagination,  and  it  never 
occurred  to  roe-  to  suggest  any  investigation  to 
those  concerned  with  such  matters,  during  my  tenure 
as  Prime  Minister. 

"27.  In  December,  1941  (l6th  Year  of  Showa) 

I  was  invited  to  a  party  by  my  acquaintance, 

YA?^;i.NAKA,  Yuzaburo,  and  there  I  expressed  my  cherished 
view  opposing  the  opening  of  hostilities.  I  said 
that  it  was  my  desire  to  avert  the  opening  of  war 
against  Am»erica  and  Great  Britain  to  the  utmost 
degree  and  stated  m.y  reasons  therefor. 

"Mrs.  YAI'!AI'Ai.A,  who  was  present  at  the 
nartv  that  night,  recollected  my  view  advocating  the 
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prevention  of  war  against  America  and  Great  Britain 
and  ’ivrcte  a  letter  to  my  wife  stating  that  she  re¬ 
called  what  I  said  and  that  I  was  far-sighted. 

‘'6n  receiving  word  that  I  was  to  stand 
trial,  I  went  voluntarily  to  Sugamo  Prison  on  23 
November  194?  (20th  Year  of  Showa)  and  at  that  time 
I  had  that  letter  with  me,  thinking  that  it  might 
serve  as  evidence  in  my  behalf.  When  my  personal 
belongings  were  examined,  I  made  a  plea  that  I 
wanted  to  keep  the  letter  with  me  since  it  was  my 
I  personal  dccuraentary  evidence.  But  it  was  taken 
away  from  me  by  the  prison  authorities  who  said  that 
i  it  would  be  returned  when  necessary.  After  this 
’  Tribunal  opened,  I  approached  the  prison  authorities 
through  the  American  counsOl  and  ashed  for  the  return 
of  the  letter,  but  I  regret  to  say  I  have  been  unable 
to  get  it  back,  since  we  arc  told  it  has  been  lost." 

I  wish  to  state  that  both  the  defense  and 
the  prosecution  are  endeavoring  to  find  this  letter 
mentioned  above,  and  if  it  is  found  we  will  offer  it 
in  evidence  to  substantiate  the  statement  in  para¬ 
graph  27  of  this  exhibit. 

I  will  not  read  the  next  paragraph  on  page 

2(,  starting  with  the  words  "Besides  the  above," 

I  since  the  documents  referred  to  as  lost  by  the 
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r>i’osecution  have  been  found  and  made  available  to  me 
in  the  last  few  days,  and  v/e  are  having  translations 
nrerared  of  the  said  documents  at  the  present  tim-e  -- 
the  24th  of  September,  your  Honor,  when  I  had  the 

documents  turned  over  to  me. 

I  will  continue  reading  with  the  last  para¬ 
graph  at  the  bottom  of  page  26: 

"The  fact  I  consistently  maintained  a  view 
opposing  the  commercement  of  war  against  America 
and  Great  Britain  can  be  shown  in  the  latter  part  of 
a  statem.ent  of  lajor-Goneral  F.  S.  G,  Piggot,  liilitary 
Attache  to  the  British  Embassy  in -Tokyo.  The  state- 
m.ei.t  sho'rts  that  when  the  said  General  visited  in 
my  house  in  spring  in  1939  (14-th  Year  of  Showa)  I 
inform.ally  expressed  my  opinion  that  our  relations 
with  America  and  Great  Britain  must  be  improved  for 
the  happiness  and  interests  of  the  three  nations  and 
that  such  improvem.ent  must  be  achieved  through  peace¬ 
ful  negotiations  and  we  must  by  all  means  avoid  resort¬ 
ing  to  arms. 

"28.  Court  exhibit  277  states  that  in  the 
administrative  policy  speech  which  I  delivered  to  the 
Diet  on  7  September  1944  (19th  Year  of  Showa)  ae  Prime 
Minister,  I  declared  that  the  independence  of  the 
Fetherlands  East  Indies  would  be  recognized. 
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-  "The  facts  were  as  follows:  According  to 
reports  to  the  military  administration)  the  natives 
had  lont»  vdshed  for  independence,  they  had  been  ex¬ 
tending  wholehearted  co-operation  to  the  military 
officials  and  their  national  consciousness  had  in¬ 
creased  markedly.  On  consultation,  the  Supreme 
Council  for  Direction  of  War  agreed  that  in  order  to 
establish  the  welfare  and  prosperity  of  these  races, 
it  was  very  necessary  to  take  steps  to  recognize  their 
independence.  Therefore,  I  submitted  this  matter  to 
the  Cabinet  Conference  and  obtained  its  approval,  so 
I  made  a  statement  of  this  policy  tc  the  Diet  and 
stons  were  taken  to  prepare  for  its  effectuation. 

"Also  in  this  speech  on  administrative  policy 
it  is  stated  towards  the  end  of  the  second  paragraph 
that  'Concentrating  all  efforts,  I  v/ish  to  gather 
the  national  strength  together  with  a  harmonious 
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national  unity  to  achieve  the  war's  end,  in. accordance 
with  the  expected  operation  of  cur  armed  forces,  which 
will  soon  be  realized,  to  destroj^  America  and  Britain. 

"I  submit  that  this  is  a  speech  any  Premier 
would  make  under  the  circumstances,  for  at  the  tim.e 
of  my  taking  office  we  were  fighting  on  the  defensive 
and  the  allied  powers  threatened  to  destroy  Japan. 
_ "My  real  intention  behind  this  statement  in 
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another  way  was  that  we  can  no  longer  hope  for  the 

1 

t  la‘'t  victory  Cor  the  war  so  now  that  our  army  and 

2  ! 

^  i  navy  are  anticipating  a  decisive  battle  in  the  near 
4^  future,  if  they  would  destroy  even  temporarily  the 

5  advancing  power  of  the  enemy  it  may  be  that  by  taking 

6  advantage  of  such  an  opportunity  we  may  plan  to  bring 

7  I  the  termination  of  war  and  thus  arrange  for  a  nego- 
tiaced  peace.  This  idea  was  maintained  not  only  by 
myself  alone,  but  also  by  mcm.bers  of  the  Supreme 
Council  for  Direction  of  War,  and  by  members  in  the 

"  I  Cabinet  as  well. 
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"The  Council  for  Direction  of  v/aralso  decided 
to  devise  two  schemes  for  the  realization  of  future 
peace.  This  serves  to  prove  that  the  t^upreme  Conraand 
also  had  the  v/111  to  end  the  v/ar  and  make  peace. 

"And  one  of  those  measures  to  realize  peace 
was  through  the  good  offices  of  the  Chungking  administra¬ 
tion,  and  the  other  through  the  i^ovlet  Union.  It  was 
mv  plan  that  If  fortunately  both  of  these  peace  measures 
bid  fair  to  be  successful,  the  one  through  the  Chung¬ 
king  administration  would  be  limited  to  the  realization 
of  peace  between  Japan  and  China  upon  negotiations  with 
Chungking,  while  the  conclusion  of  peace  In  the  Pacific 
V/ar  would  be  primarily  through  the  mediation  of  the 
{-'ovlet  Union.  For  this  puroose,  on  the  one  hand  we 
hastened  to  establish  a  direct  communication  route  with 
Chungking ,  while  on  the  other  hand  we  endeavored  to 
dispatch  proper  representatives  to  the  Povlet  Union,  In 
addition  to  our  ambassador  already  stationed  there,  and 
thus  we  set  about  the  preparations  for  the  termination 
of  war  and  restoration  of  peace. 

"However,  the  project  of  the  army  and  navy 
which  was  to  destroy  the  advancing  power  of  the  enemy 
ended  In  a  failure  In  the  Philippines  and  the  adjacent 
areas,  and  all  the  measures  for  the  project  of  the 
termination  of  war  and  making  peace  confronted  various 
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^  obstacles  and  could  not  effect  a  speedy  progress. 

"During  all  this  time,  the  war  situation  turned 
out  to  be  increasingly  unfavorable  day  by  day.  There¬ 
fore,  I  devised,  by  way  of  some  new  methods,  to  bring  , 
j  about  further  adjustment  and  harmonization  of  state  ^ 

Dollcy  and  the  Supreme  Command  and  also  the  Increased  ! 

!  ‘  I 

1  production  of  munitions  and  foodstuff.  Hereby,  in  a  j 

!  t 

natural  v/ay,  we  would  be  enabled  to  hold  an  accurate  ^ 
notion  as  to  the  substance  of  our  war  potential  of  j 

state,  whereupon  it  was  my  desire  to  make  a  prompt  de-  | 
cision  of  future  policy.  As  to  the  harmonization  of 
state  policy  and  the  Supreme  Command,  I  had  obtained  the 
Imperial  f-anction  previously  to  create  the  Supreme  War 
Directing  Council  which  was  to  be  a  more  simplified  and  j 
powerful  organ  as  compared  Y'lth  the  Liaison  Council  of 
the  government  and  the  Supreme  Command.  With  regard  to  ^ 
the  increased  production  of  munitions  and  foodstuff,  all  j 
j  efforts  were  concentrated  to  achieve  this  purpose  in 
I  accordance  with  the  harmonious  unity  of  our  cabinet 

members  in  utilizing  and  directing  manpower  and  material 
power  in  the  full. 

"However,  the 'Supremo  V/ar  Directing  Council  did 
not  come  up  to  my  expectations  and  was  ineffective  in 

'  I 

I  its  operations  and  the  Supreme  Command  was  prone  to  ! 

j develop  into  unexpected  directions  without  the  least _ ^ 
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obstacles  and  could  not  effect  a  speedy  progress. 

I  "During  all  this  time,  the  war  situation  turned 

j  out  to  be  increasingly  unfavorable  day  by  day.  There¬ 
fore,  I  devised,  by  way  of  some  new  methods,  to  bring  , 
j  about  further  adjustment  and  harmonization  of  state  ^ 

Dollcy  and  the  Supreme  Command  and  also  the  Increased  j 
j  production  of  munitions  and  foodstuff.  Hereby,  in  a  j 
natural  way,  we  would  be  enabled  to  hold  an  accurate  ^ 
notion  as  to  the  substance  of  our  war  potential  of  j 

state,  whereupon  It  was  my  desire  to  make  a  prompt  de-  j 

I  I 

i  clsion  of  future  policy.  As  to  the  harmonization  of 
state  policy  and  the  Supreme  Command,  I  had  obtained  the 
Imperial  Sanction  previously  to  create  the  Supreme  V/ar 
;  Directing  Council  which  was  to  be  a  more  simplified  and  j 
j  powerful  organ  as  compared  with  the  Liaison  Council  of  ^ 
the  government  and  the  Supreme  Command.  With  regard  to 
the  increased  production  of  munitions  and  foodstuff,  all 
efforts  were  concentrated  to  achieve  this  purpose  in 
I  accordance  with  the  harmonious  unity  of  our  cabinet 

members  In  utilizing  and  directing  manpower  and  material 
power  In  the  full. 

j  "However,  the  Supremo  V/ar  Directing  Council  did  j 

not  come  up  to  my  expectations  and  was  ineffective  in 

I 

j  its  operations  and  the  Supreme  Command  was  prone  to 
I  develop  into  unexpected  directions  without  the  least _ 
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j  knowledge  of  the  Premier.  Also,  reduction  of  our  war 
Dotential  was  seen  to  be  accelerated,  owing  to  excluslve- 
!  ly  increasing  damages  by  bombing  on  our  manufacturing 
establishment  and  function.  Hereupon,  for  the  purpose 

I 

'  of  eliminating  the  defective  noint  of  the  former,  I  was 
'  authorized  to  attend  the  Imperial  Headquarters  confer¬ 
ence  by  order  of  the  Imperial  Command,  yet  being  bound 

I 

by  the  provisions  of  the  constitution,  I  was  given  no  | 
opportunity  to  take  active  part  in  matters  pertaining  I 
to  military  operations  and  tactics.  On  the  other  hand,  ! 
I  in  order  to  improve  defects  of  the  latter ,  every  effort  j 

I  I 

'  was  made  to  remove  manufacturing  establishments  to  , 

daces  of  safety,  especially  underground,  but  being 

confronted  with  difficulties  in  problems  concerning  , 

I  I 

'  materials  and  labor  and  in  transporting  capacity  we  1 

j  were  hardly  able  to  attain  expected  results. 

I  "However,  a  War  Minister,  being  e'  .aged  in 

!  affairs  related  both  to  state  policy  and  the  Supreme 
Command,  could  not  only  be  well  informed  of  the  war 
!  potential  in  material  but  also  be  aware  of  even  the  ! 

I  secrets  of  the  plans  with  regard  to  operations  and 
tactics  of  the  Supreme  Command  in  advance  of  their  de¬ 
cision  through  his  routine  tho^tgh  delicate  business. 

"On  the  other  hand,  he  was  authorized,  at  the 
anmo  time,  in  the  scope  of  military  administration,  to 
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knowledge  of  the  Premier.  Also,  reduction  of  our  war 
potential  was  seen  to  be  accelerated,  owing  to  exclusive- 

I 

j  ly  increasing  damages  by  bombing  on  our  manufacturing 

i 

,  establishment  and  function.  Hereupon,  for  the  purpose 
'  of  eliminating  the  defective  point  of  the  former,  I  was 
authorized  to  attend  the  Imperial  Headquarters  confer- 
I  ence  by  order  of  the  Imperial  Command,  yet  being  bound 

I 

1  by  the  provisions  of  the  constitution,  I  was  given  no  j 
I  opportunity  to  take  active  part  in  matters  pertaining  j 
I  to  military  operations  and  tactics.  On  the  other  hand,  i 

I  I 

!  in  order  to  improve  defects  of  the  latter,  every  effort  j 

'  was  made  to  remove  manufacturing  establishments  to  , 

1 

I 

places  of  safety,  especially  underground,  but  being 

I 

confronted  with  difficulties  in  problems  concerning 

*  ,  ,  I 

materials  and  labor  and  in  transporting  capacity  we  1 

i 

were  hardly  able  to  attain  expected  results.  < 

"However,  a  War  Minister,  being  e'  .aged  in 
!  affairs  related  both  to  state  policy  and  the  Supreme 

I 

Command,  could  not  only  be  well  informed  of  the  war 

I  ^ 

potential  in  material  but  also  be  aware  of  even  the  j 

secrets  of  the  plans  v/lth  regard  to  operations  and 
tactics  of  the  Supremo  Command  in  advance  of  their  de¬ 
cision  through  his  routine  though  delicate  business. 

"On  the  other  hand,  he  was  authorized,  at  the 
_ same  time,  in  the  scope  of  military  ad ministrat ion,  to 
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apply  military  forca,  aquicment  and  transporting 
!  capacity  occasionally  to  fields  most  necessary  on  view 
strengthening  the  war  potential.  Hereupon,  I  asked 
for  the  Imperial  sanction  to  return  me  to  the  active 
i  list  so  I  could  hold  the  additional  post  of  War 
Minister,  though  It  had  been  felt  a  little  too  late.  I, 
as  Premier,  was  resolved  to  extirpate  the  two  big  de- 
I  facts,  whereby  to  grasp  the  true  situation  of  the  real  ! 

I  war  potential  of  state  and  thus  to  prosecute  my  policy  ■ 
since  the  time  of  the  formation  of  the  cabinet.  1 

;  "On  3  April  1945  I  suggested  to  War  Minister  i 

I  SUGIYAMA  the  effectuation  of  the  plan  of  the  Premier's 
I  holding  the  additional  post  of  War  Minister,  but  met  his 
opposition.  T.iereupon,  upon  consultation  with  i'dmlral 
!  YONAI,  cooperator  In  this  Joint  cabinet,  I  applied  for 
1  resigning  frem  the  post  of  Prime  Minister,  wishing  ever 
more  for  the  realization  of  such  a  new  and  powerful  j 

I  \ 

cabinet  such,  as  I  had  in  mind,  and  on  5  April  1945  the  ' 

cabinet  applied  for  resigning  en  bloc,  and  I  resigned 
I  % 

from  the  post  of  Prime  Minister,  and- thus  permanently 

i  ' 

I  withdrew  from  public  life. 

j  "29.  At  no  time  did  I  ever  have  any  conversa- 

^  tion  with  any  o^  the  other  accused  or  anyone  else  In- 
j  volvlng  the  planning,  scheming  and  conspiring,  as  allegen 
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"I  had  no  official  or  personal  relationship 
with  the  following  accused: 
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"DOIHARA,  HAt^HIMOTG,  HOJtHINO,  KAYA,  KIIRJRA, 
MUTO,  OKA,  OhHTIiA,  }*HII'ADA,  TOGO  and  TOJO. 

"I  did  not  become  acquainted  either  offlcla'lly 
or  personally  with  the  other  accused  until  the  follow¬ 
ing  dates: 

I 

•"HINAIII  ,  December  1889;  HATA,  December  1908; 
ARAKI,  1918;  IIATtiUI,  August  1920;  UTIIZU,  April  1925; 
{■ATO,  August  1929;  SUZUKI,  August  1930;  bHIRATORI,  Sep¬ 
tember  1931;  KIDO,  April  1932;  HIRANUIiA,  August  1932; 
ITAGAKI,  August  1932;  HIROTA,  July  1944;  SHIGEMITSU, 
July  1944." 

I  have  a  few  additional  questions  on  matters 
mentioned  In  erhlblt  3340,  at  page  247,  KiDO's  affi¬ 
davit,  upon  which  I  examined  KIDO  at  record  page  31»242 
to  31,248. 

Q  Mr.  KOISO,  what  have  you  to  say  about  the 
reliability  of  Hlao  Pin,  and  did  you  have  any  method 
for  testing  or  checking  as  to  his  reliability? 

A  From  the  facts  which  I  will  set  forth  below, 

I  believe  there  were  considerable  reasons  for  placing 
reliability  on  Mlao  Pin. 

The  first  fact  Is  that  I  had  occasion  to  meet' 
him  twice  In  the  year  1_93 9 1— and  learned  on  those - 
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j  occasions  that  Miao  Pin  was  a  staunch  advocate  of 

1 

Japanese-Chlnese  frlendshin  and  conciliation,  and  in 

2 

addition  was  a  very  close  friend  of  one  of  the  leaders 
3  1  ■ 

in  the  Chungking  Government,  Ho  Ylng-chln. 

^  I  The  second  fact  is  that,  although  he  was 

(  '  nominated  president  of  the  Legislative  Yuan  of  the  Nan- 

I 

\ 

-j  king  Regime  under  the  leadership  of  Mr.  Wang  Chlngwel-;  he  | 
H  j  was  demoted  to  the  post  of  Chief  of  the  Examination 
9  I  Board  —  Vice-Chief.  And  the  reason  for  his  demotion 
lu  was  that  he  had  intercourse  with  the  Chungking  Regime, 
n  The  third  fact  is  that  he  constantly  kept  con- 

tact  with  Chungking  by  skilful  use  of  wireless  sending 

and  receiving  apparatus,  and  in  addition  people  were  1 

1  d  i  ' 

;  being  dispatched  to  him  from  Chungking  from  time  to  | 

I  time  —  a  liaison  person  was  being  dispatched  from  time 

16  I 

to  time  from  Chungking. 

17 

!  The  fourth  fact  is  that  upon  his  arrival  in 

18  ' 

Tokyo  he  showed  me  that  he  had  a  telegram  from  Chung- 
19  .  ■ 

king  stating  that  the  Chungking  Regime  approved  of  his 

I 

!  coming  to  Tokyc*,  but  that  he,  under  no  circumstances, 

^  •  J  ' 

22  j  should  go  bevond  the  scope  of  the  P'^ace  terms  stipulated  j 

23  by  the  Chungking  Government. 

21  0  ’Vhat  were  those  terms.  General? 

23  I  A  There  were  six  points  in  th®  peace  terras  said 

j  to  have  been  set  forth  by  the  Chungking  Government?  _ 
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First,  with  regard  to  the  Manchurian  question, 
a  separate  agreement  shall  be  made. 

The  second  term  was  that  Japan  would  complete¬ 
ly  withdraw  her  forces  from  China. 

The  third  terra  was  that  the  Japanese  Govern¬ 
ment  shall  detain  all  the  leaders  of  the  v/ang  Chlngwel 
Regime  In  Nanking,  In  Japan. 

The  fourth  term  was  that  the  Chungking  Regime 
will  establish  in  Nanking,  for  the  time  being,  a  govern¬ 
ment  In  absentia,  and  place  in  that  government  leaders 
of  the  Chungking  Government. 

The  fifth  term  v/as  that  the  Chungking  Govern¬ 
ment  will  return  to  Nanking  within  a  period  of  three 
months. 

The  sixth  term  was  that  Japan  shall  make  peace 
with  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain. 
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0  You  were  making  direct  peace  negotiations, 
were  you  notl 

A  I  endeavored  to  establish  a  direct  line  of 
communication  with  the  Chungking  Government  by  taking 
advantage  of  the  services  of  Mlao  Fin. 

o  'Tere  your  projected  peace  moves  opposed? 

A  I  invited  Miao  Pin  to  Japan  with  the  approval 
and  agreement  of  the  Ministers  of  ’Var,  Navy,  and 
Foreign  affairs.  However,  after  Miao  Pin  had  been  in¬ 
vited  to  Tokyo  --  and  I  did  not  know  what  transpired 
meanwhile,  but  when  these  three  ministers  were  re¬ 
ceived  in  audience  by  the  Emperor,  they  expressed 
disapproval  of  the  idea. 

o  This  was  in  April,  194-5,  was  it  not? 

A  I  think  it  was  in  the  first  part  of  April 
that  these  three  ministers  expressed  their  opposition. 

o  ’?as  that  before  the  report  you  made  to  the 
Throne  on  your  plan  for  direct  peace  negotiations? 

I  think  KIDO  testified  it  was  April  2,  194-5. 

A  I  think  it  was  on  ?'arch  2?  that  I  first  re- 
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,  ported  to  the  Throne  in  connection  with  the  Fiao  Pin 

i 

I  matter. 

p  '"hat  happened?  'Vas  the  ^peror  in  favor  of  • 
it  or  not? 

A  At  that  time  His  Majesty  did  not  express 
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approval  or  disapproval  but  asked  me  v/hether  I  intend¬ 
ed  to  continue  my  peace  efforts  through  Miao  Pin,  and 
I  replied  to  him  that  that  was  my  intention. 

o  "’hat  happened  at  the  later  meeting?  'Vere  you 
reprimanded  or  rebuked  in  any  way? 

A  I  think  it  was  on  the  2nd  of  April  that  I  was 
summoned  to  the  Imperial  Palace  and  was  given  an  audience 
by  HiS  I'ajesty  the  Bbiperor,  and  on  that  occasion  he 
said  that  the  ''/ar,  Navy,  and  Foreign  Ministers  had 
separately  expressed  to  the  Throne  their  respective 
disagreement  and  disapproval  of  the  idea.  Upon  telling 
me  that,  His  Majesty  instructed  me  to  return  Miao  Pin 
immediately  to  China,  but  he  did  not  rebuke  me. 

^  'Vhat  other  peace  plans  did  you  try  as  to  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain,  and  were  these  also 
opposed? 

A  I  made  efforts  to  send  to  Toscow,  in  the 
U.S.S.R,  in  addition  to  the  ambassador  already  sta¬ 
tioned  there,  an  able  special  envoy  to  make  prepara¬ 
tions  for  peace  moves  vis  a  vis  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain.  I  had  Ambassador  SATO  in  I^oscow  bring 
this  up  with  the  People's  Commissar  for  Foreign  Affairs 
of  the  Soviet  Union,  but  this  met  refusal  on  the  part 
of  the  Soviet  authorities  in  a  very  roundabout  manner. 

Now,  why  did  you  seek  reinstatement  into 
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approval  or  disapproval  but  asked  me  v/hether  I  intend¬ 
ed  to  continue  my  peace  efforts  through  Miao  Pin,  and 
I  replied  to  him  that  that  was  my  intention. 

0  "’hat  happened  at  the  later  meeting?  'Vere  you 
reprimanded  or  rebuked  in  any  v/ay? 

A  I  think  it  was  on  the  2nd  of  April  that  I  was 
summoned  to  the  Imperial  Palace  and  was  given  an  audience 
by  Hxs  Majesty  the  ^peror,  and  on  that  occasion  he 
said  that  the  ’^^ar,  Navy,  and  Foreign  Ministers  had 
separately  expressed  to  the  Throne  their  respective 
disagreement  and  disapproval  of  the  idea.  Upon  telling 
me  that,  His  Majesty  instructed  me  to  return  Miao  Pin 
immediately  to  China,  but  he  did  not  rebuke  me. 

^  'Vhat  other  peace  plans  did  you  try  as  to  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain,  and  were  these  also 
opposed? 

A  I  made  efforts  to  send  to  Uoscow,  in  the 
U.S.S.R,  in  addition  to  the  ambassador  already  sta¬ 
tioned  there,  an  able  special  envoy  to  make  prepara¬ 
tions  for  peace  moves  vis  a  vis  the  United  States  and 
Great  Rritaln.  I  had  Ambassador  SATO  in  !*oscow  bring 
this  up  with  the  People's  Commissar  for  Foreign  Affairs 
of  the  Soviet  Union,  but  this  met  refusal  on  the  part 
of  the  Soviet  authorities  in  a  very  roundabout  manner. 
_ ^  Nov;,  why  did  you  seek  reinstatement  into 
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active  service?  ’"as  it  for  the  purpose  of  redoubling 
your  efforts  for  the  prosecution  of  the  war,  as  testi¬ 
fied  by  KIDO,  exhibit  334-0,  page  31i248,  paragraph 
281,  or  was  it  for  other  reasons? 

A  The  testimony  of  the  accused  KIDO  is  wrong. 
i:y  idea  in  connection  v/ith  this  matter  has  already  been 
set  forth  in  ny  affidavit.  By  holding  the  office  of 
the  !-inister  of  'Var  concurrently,  my  Intention  was, 
on  the  one  hand,  to  bring  about  an  increased  pro¬ 
duction  —  increased  war  production,  and  on  the  other 
hand,  to  be  able  from  the  standpoint  of  the  High  Command 
to  get  an  trer-ell  picture  and  understanding  of  the 
national  strength  and  fighting  power,  and  on  the  basis 
of  this  I  wished  to  decide  whether  it  would  be  prefer¬ 
able  immediately  to  brine  a  termination  of  the  war  and 
make  peace  or,  as  the  army  advocated,  to  hold  the  final 
and  decisive  battle  on  the  mainland  of  Japan  and  then 
bring  about  a  termination  of  the  v/ar. 

You  would  have  had  a  means  of  knowing  secret 
plans  as  ’7ar  I'inlster  that  you  did  not  have  as  Prime 
I’lnlster,  is  that  correct? 

A  As  I  have  already  set  forth  in  my  affidavit, 
the  I'inlster  of  ’"ar  and  the  I'inlster  of  the  Navy,  be¬ 
cause  they  handled  matters  of  state  and  at  the  same  time 
matters  of  the  High  Com^'nnd.  as  a  means  of  brinpinp _ 


25 


KOISO 


DIRECT 


32,2^2 


•t 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


active  service?  ’"as  It  for  the  purpose  of  redoubling 
your  efforts  for  the  prosecution  of  the  war,  as  testi¬ 
fied  by  KIDO,  exhibit  3340,  page  31,248,  paragraph 
281 ,  or  was  it  for  other  reasons? 

A  The  testimony  of  the  accused  KIDO  is  wrong. 

I'y  idea  in  connection  v/ith  this  matter  has  already  been 
set  forth  in  ny  affidavit.  By  holding  the  office  of 
the  I-inister  of  ’?ar  concurrently,  my  Intention  was, 
on  the  one  hand,  to  bring  about  an  increased  pro¬ 
duction  —  increased  war  production,  and  on  the  other 
hand,  to  be  able  from  the  standpoint  of  the  High  Command 
to  get  an  (rerell  picture  and  understanding  of  the 
national  strength  and  fighting  power,  and  on  the  basis 
of  this  I  wished  to  decide  whether  it  would  be  prefer¬ 
able  immediately  to  brine  a  termination  of  the  v/ar  and 
make  peace  or,  as  the  army  advocated,  to  hold  the  final 
and  decisive  battle  on  the  mainland  of  Japan  end  then 
bring  about  a  termination  of  the  v/ar. 

You  would  have  had  a  means  of  knowing  secret 
plans  as  ”/ar  I'inister  that  you  did  not  have  as  Prime 
rinlster,  is  that  correct? 

A  As  I  have  already  set  forth  in  my  affidavit, 
the  minister  of  ’'*ar  and  the  I'inister  of  the  Navy,  be¬ 
cause  they  handled  matters  of  state  and  at  the  same  time 
matters  of  the  High  Com^'nnd.  as  a  means  of  bringing _ 
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about  harmony  and  coordination  between  the  tv/o  are 
able  to  know  in  advance  military  plans  and  operations, 

03  well  as  tactics,  before  any  decision  is  reached  on 
such  plans. 

0  It  v'ould  be  necessary  to  have  control  more 
or  less  in  the  event  that  you  v/ere  workinf  out  peace 
plans,  would  it  not' 

A  Yes,  it  was  very  necessary  in  order  to  under¬ 
stand  and  fully  rrasp  the  relationship  of  war,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  the  termination  of  v;ar  on  the  other. 

^  xind  following  this  opposition,  vour  cabinet 
resigned,  then,  on  the  of  April,  19^5^ 

H  Yes. 

I!R.  BROOKS:  You  may  cross-examine. 

THE  PRESIDED:  Ifajor  Furness. 

CROSS-EXAIIINATIOK 

BY  i'R.  FURNESS: 

I  want  to  ask  you  one  question,  Oeneral  KOISO. 

Do  you  know  what  happened  to  I'iao  Pin  after  the  v/ar? 

A  I  do  not  know.  j 

n  Do  you  not  know  that  he  was  tried,  convicted, 

I 

and  executed  as  r  traitor  to  the  Chungking  China  ^epublic^ 

A  don't  knov;  anything  exact.  I  have  heard, 

I 

I  however,  that  there  was  some  report  to  that  effect  in 
I  the  newspapers. _ _ _ 
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r!R.  FURNESS:  If  your  Honor  please,  I  had 
no  idea  that  this  was  cominf  up,  from  the  affidavit. 

I  may  wish  to  cross-examine  later  after  I  have  seen 
the  record. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  '7ere  you  really  cross-examin¬ 
ing  on  behalf  of  all  the  defendants? 

m.  FURNESS:  No,  sir,  T  was  not,  but  I  read 
the  affidavit  and  I  did  not  Intend  to  ask  any  ques¬ 
tions  . 
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THE  PRESIDENT:  You  are  examining  for 
SHIGEI^ITSU,  we  take  it? 

ITl.  FURNESS:  Yes. 
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JTR.  YAMADA:  May  I  ask  0  few  questions  for 
the  defendant  ITAGAKI  by  v/ay  of  additional  direct 
examination? 

DIRECT  EXAMINATIOIT  (Continued) 

I  BY  'll.  YAT-IADA: 

!  % 

I  Q  The  March  Incident  of  which  you  speak  in 

I 

paragraph  3  your  affidavit,  did  that  have  anything 
to  do  with  the  so-called  Manchurian  Incident?  | 

THE  MONITOR:  No,  slight  correction.  The 
March  Incident  of  which  you  speak  in  the  third  para¬ 
graph  in  your  affidavit,  did  that  have  the  Manchurian 
Incident  in  object? 

A  In  so  far  as  I  know,  it  has  nothing  w'hatsoever 
to  do  with  the  Manchurian  Incident. 

THE  PRESIDENT;  That  is  repetitive  and 
unnecessary  examination. 

Q  7/as  a  single  officer  of  the  Kwantung  Army  ! 

'  connected  in  any  way  with  the  so-called  March  Incident,  j 

I  I 

I  the  October  Incident,  the  May  1?  Incident  or  the  ‘ 

i  February  26  Incident? 

I 

j  A  In  so  far  as  I  knov;  I  have  never  heard  of 

j  any  Kv/antung  Army  officer  participating  or  being 
'  connected  in  any  v/ay  v/lth  any  of  the  incidents  just 
I  named  by  you. 


THE  PRESIDENT:  Mj*.  Logan 
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'  DIRECT  EXAriNATION  (Continued) 

I 

BY  m,  LOGAN: 

Q  General  KOISO,  It  Is  a  fact,  is  it  not, 
j  that  you  did  seek  reinstatement  in  active  service? 

I  I®.  BROOKS:  I  object  to  that,  your  Honor, 

j  as  repetitious.  It  is  stated  in  both  his  affidavit 
1  and  on  the  stand. 

m,  LOGAN:  It  is  just  a  preliminary  question, 
your  Honor. 

Q  And  you  did  seek  concurrent  appointment  as 
’Var  Minister,  is  that  right? 

A  With  regard  to  my  holding  the  post  of  V/ar 
Minister  concurrently,  I  had  talks  and  negotiations 
with  General  SUGIYAI!A  because  if  that  was  not  possible 
there  was  no  need  for  my  making  application  for  re¬ 
instatement  into  active  service.  Therefore,  I  did  net 
make  any  application  for  reinstatement  into  active 
^  service. 

I  Q  But  you  {fought  it  from  General  SUGF/AMA, 

I 

I  didn't  you,  without  making  an  actual  application  for 
it;  isn't  that  true? 

1  A  Expression  of  the  desire  to  hold  the  post  of 

j  War  ?!inlster  concurrently  amounts  to  asking  for  reln- 
I  statement  into  active  service. 

I  Q  At  that  time.  General,  the  war  situation  was 
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deteriorating  and  growing  worse  and  worse  against 
Japan,  is  that  true? 

A  As  you  say. 

Q  And  you  were  anxious  to  try  to  bolster  up 
the  army  at  that  time,  v/eren't  you}  to  do  something 
to  stave  off  defeat? 

A  That  vias  to  increase  war  nroduction. 

I®,  LOGAN:  That  is  all. 

COLOriEL- FKEL:  If  it  please  the  Tribunal, 

the  prosecution  would  like  to  cross-examine  the 
witness. 
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CROSS-EXii*>iINAi'ION 

BY  CALOMEL  PIXEL: 

Q  Vvitness,  were  you  convinced  of  iliao  Pin's 
authority  to  act  as  a  liaison  for  the  Chungking 
j  Governnenf? 

I  A  I  have  already  told  the  Court  in  connection 

'  with  the  reliability  of  iiiao  Pin.  But,  because  I 
was  unable  to  trust  hin  one  hundred  per  cent,  I  Dade 
various  efforts  to  ascertain  whether  he  was  actually 
a  trustworthy  agent. 

Q  And  isn't  it  true  that  one  of  the  matters 
that  you  wanted  to  confirm  was  his  authority  from 
Cliungking,  and  is  it  not  also  true  that  the  only  way 
you  could  check  this  v.'as  to  get  into  radio  communica- 
!  tlon  with  ChungklngV 

I 

A  It  is  generally  as  you  presume,  but  I  think 
some  words  of  additional  explanation  should  be  made. 
l^r^y  I  add  that  remark? 

Q  Certainly. 

A  AS  I  have  said  before,  liiao  Pin  was  for  the 
most  part  a  person  related  with  the  Nanking  Regime  -- 
originally  related  to  the  Nanking  Regime,  and  at 
first  it  was  my  idea  that  miao  Pin  did  not  have  the 
oualifications  to  act  as  representative  of  China  in 
I  connection  with  peace  betv/een  Japan  and  China.  The 
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utilization  of  tiiao  Pin  ras  only  to  the  extent  of  es¬ 
tablishing  a  direct  line  of  conuiunication  betv'een  us 
and  Chungking,  If  such  a  contact  would  be  estab¬ 
lished,  it  was  ray  intention  to  bring  the  natter  up 
before  the  Supreme  Council  for  the  direction  of  war 

j  to  stu'’y  and  to  discuss  terras  of  peace;  and  unless 
China,  that  is  to  say  the  Chungking  Government,  sent 
us  a  bona  fide  representative,  it  was  not  our  inten¬ 
tion  to  enter  into  peace  talks. 

Q  V/ell,  you  wanted  to  be  sure  that  this  man 
was  a  bona  fide  representative  of  Chungking,  isn’t 
that  right? 

t  • 

j  A  No,  not  so. 

Q  You  assumed  that  he  v-’as  an  authorized  repre- 

I 

I  sentative  to  acc  as  liaison,  is  that  correct? 

A  ioay  I  have  the  question  repeated? 

COLONEL  PIXEL;  Will  the  reporter  please 
repeat  the  question, 

(Vdiereupon,  the  Japanese  reporter 

read. ) 

I  A  (Continuing)  It  appears  that  my  previous 

reply  seems  not  to  have  been  sufficiently  understood,  * 
uiB.y  I  repeat  again  that  I,  nor  the  Japanese  Govern¬ 
ment,  did  not  consider  Lliao  Pin  as  a  representative  of 

.  the  Chungking  Government  in  connection  with  peace  _ 
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be* rfeen  Japan  and  China.  Our  only  intention  was  to 
utilize  him  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  a  direct 
line  of  communication  between  the  Japanese  Government 
and  the  Chinese  Government  in  Chungking, 

Q  And  isn't  it  true  that  you  even  had  sus¬ 
picions  that  he  had  any  form  of  contact  with  Chung¬ 
king  as  he  claimed? 

THE  PRESIDENT:  You  mean  doubt,  Colonel,  I 

t  ak  e  it. 

COLONEL  PIXEL:  I  beg  your  pardon?  Yes, 
that's  correct. 

A  Yes,  I  entertained  doubts. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Y/e  v/ill  recess  for  fifteen 

minutes. 

(Whereupon,  at  1045,  a  recess 
v'as  taken  until  1115,  after  which  the  pro- 

i 

cef'iVngs  were  resumed  as  follows:) 
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JJAKShAL  OF  THE  COUlvT;  The  International 
Military  Tribunal  for  the  Far  East  is  now  resumed. 
THE  PKESILEKT:  Colonel  Fixel. 

COLOi.EL  FIXEL:  May  I  proceed? 

THE  PLESIDENT:  Yes. 

COLOKEL  FDJ:L  (Continued): 

7  I  vj  Witness,  have  you  completed  your  answer  to 
H  jthe  last  question? 
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A  No,  I  have  not.  May  I  continue? 

Q  Yes. 

j  A  I  entertained  doubts  whether  Miao  Pin  was 
ictually  and  surely  maintaining  radio  communication 

I 

^ith  Chungking  v/ith  the  wireless  apparatus  that  he 

I 

had  in  his  possessiono  And  so  I  arranged  to  have  Miao 

i 

^in  when  coming  to  Tokyo  to  bring  along  with  him  his 
wireless  apparatus  and  his  operator  and  had  him  ac- 

I 

tually  communicate  through  this  apparatus  with  Chung¬ 
king  and  at  the  same  time  had  our  own  wireless^  sta- 


20 


tions  intercept  the  message  to  find  out  v/hether  every- 


21  jthing  was  bona  fide. 

22  I  <5  Isn't  it  a  fact  that  Miao  Pin  came  to  Tokyo 
23^/ithout  his  radio  apparatus,  and  that  the  Japanese 
24i*efused  to  fly  his  apparatus  to  Japan  from  Shanghai? 


25 


In  my  affidavit  I  have  stated  that  there 

„itL  the.  way.  It  was  scheduled 
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'  that  Ujao  Pin  in  coming  to  Tokyo  was  to  bring  his 
wireless  apparatus,  the  operator  of  the  apparatus, 

I 

I 

and  a  representative  dispatched  from  Chungking.  But 

I 

]  because  he  alone  came,  further  steps  were  being  taken 
I  in  preparation  to  bring  the  radio  apparatus  and  the 

I 

i  operating  personnel  later  on. 

I 

Q  Didn't  you  previously  testify  that  he  brought 
his  apparatus,  and  that  by  means  of  this  radio  appara¬ 
tus  he  was  able  to  communicate  with  Chungking? 

A  Miao  Pin  said  that  he  v/os  able  to  communicate 
with  Chungking  by  means  of  his  wireless  apparatus. 

I  But  unless  v/e  actually  tested  it,  it  was  impossible  ' 
j  for  us  to  ascertain  whether  or  not  he  v/as  actually  in  j 
!  a  position  so  to  do.  And  since  v/e  could  not  test  that 

! 

v/e  v/ere  unable  to  ascertain  that. 

Q  Are  you  through  with  the  answer  to  the  ques¬ 
tion  that  v/as  asked  before  the  recess? 

!  A  May  I  be  permitted  to  speak  of  one  other 

I 

method  t);at  was  used  to  make  a  test? 

I  I 

;  In  speaking  of  this  method  I  might  say  that  ; 

we  get  information  that  there  was  a  person  owning  a  | 

v/ireless  apparatus  in  Peking  in  North  China  and  that  j 

I  ! 

j  he  was  in  communicntion  with  Chungking.  So  v/e  v/ere  : 

j  also  making  efforts  to  nwke  preparations  to  bring  t/>  , 

j  Tokyo  fre^m  Peking  the  personnel  and  the  apparatus  which 
Y/e  v/ere  told  were  in  Peking. 
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Q  ’./e  will  Droceed  to  another  matter  now.  Were 
you  a  director  of  the  Kakuiionsha  .Spciety? 

/I  I  couldn't  hear.  Did  you  say  director? 

Q  Yes. 

k  I  have  no  recollection  of  ever  being  named 
a  director. 

Did  you  hold  any  office  in  that  society? 

h  IIO . 

THE  PRESIDEIIT:  V  ere  you  a  member? 

TH;.  "ITNT.SS:  f.t  the  time  I  '.<as  a  regimental 
commander  I  became  a  member  of  the  society  purely  out 
of  desire  to  read  a  magazine ‘publiBhed  by  the  organiza¬ 
tion  called  the  Kokuhon. 

■<i  Do  you  recall  approximately  what  period  of 
time  you  were  a  member  of  the  organization? 

«  I  think  it  was  in  1938  that  I  became  a  member. 
Ko,  I  have  made  a  mistake.  It  is  the  13th  year  of 
Taisho  or  1924. 

Q  How  long  did  you  remain  a  member  of  that 
organization? 

A  I  do  not  know  when  the  Kokuhon sha  was  dissolved 
but  I  think  I  continved  to  be  listed  in  its  membershio 
until  the  society  disappeared, 

Q  Did  you  ever  attend  any  meetings  of  that  organ¬ 
ization? 


KOISO 


CROSS 


3?, 274 


M 

2 

3 

4  i 

,i 

6 

7 

8 
y 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19  I 

20  I 


A  Yes,  just  jnce. 

Q  And  v/as  that  the  meeting  in  July  of  1931  when 
the  accused  v/as  a  speaker  before  that  organiza¬ 

tion  meetinf? 

A  I  have  not  attended  a  meeting  at  v/hich  the 
accusea  MIKa;JI  was  a  speaker, 

c;  Did  you  ever  attend  a  meeting  at  v/hich  the 
accused  Mlh/A-!!  was  also  in  attendance? 

A  AS  I  have  said  before,  I  attended  a  meeting 
of  the  Kokuhonsha  only  once  and  I  have  no  recollection 
whether  the  accused  MINiCil  was  there  or  not. 

Q  At  that  meeting  which  you  attended  v/ps  the 
accused  HIRaI.U^^A  present? 

A  Yes . 

Q  y.nd  was  the  accused  aRAKI  present? 

A  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  the  accused 
aRaKI  was  there. 

Q  Do  you  know  that  the  accused  ARAKI  was  a 
director  of  that  organization'' 

A  I  have  no  positive  recollection. 
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j  Q  And  did  you  not  know  thf  t  the  accused  HIRAMUjMA 

ms  president  of  the  Kokuhonsha? 

A  Yes,  I  do. 

j  Q  Now,  were  not  the  nurposes  of  the  Kokuhonsha 

,  mainly  to  foster  the  spirit  of  nationalism,  to  bolster 
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the  foundations  of  the  state  and  to  exalt  the  national 
spirit? 

A  I.obody  has  ever  explained  to  me  the  real 
character  or  nature  of  the  Kokuhonsha  but  from  what  I 

I  t 

(judge  --  from  what  I  have  reed  in  the  magazine  published 

1 

by  the  organiza^^ion,  the  Kokuhon,  and  as  this  title 

i 

indicates  my  understanding  was  that  the  ourpose  of  this  . 

! 

organization  v/as  to  ju"'nort  a  proper  and  true  understand¬ 
ing  of  the  true  nature  and  spirit  of  Japan  and  its 
nembers. 


Cl.  c  o 
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Q  And  did  that  pr.rticulnrly  interest  you  as 
a  regimental  officer  to  the  point  that  you  Joined 
the  organization? 

A  At  that  tine  the  Japanese  domestic  situa¬ 
tion  was  more  or  less  confusing,  and  the  Kokutai, 
that,  is  to  say,  the  fundamental  character  of  the 
,  Japanese  state  was  not  fully  clarified,  and  I  thought 
that  it  v;as  a  good  thing  to  secure  an  understanding 

,  I 

of  the  true  character  and  spirit  of  Japan  through 
the  magazine  published  by  the  organization,  and  that 
is  vA:at  led  to  r.y  membership  in  the  organization, 

Q  Did  you  find  that  after  you  had  Joined  this 
organization  that  the  organization  hoped  to  accom- 
j  plish  its  aims  in  part  by  taking  political  measures? 

A  It  was  my  understanding  that  that  was 
absolutely  not  the  case, 

Q  Did  you  become  interested  in  ?.iay  of  I932  in 

j 

;  the  advocacy  of  the  accused  HIRANUIIA  as  Premier  of 
Japan? 

A  I  have  np  recollection,  but  I  night  possibly 
j  have  said  that  the  leader  of  the  next  Cabinet  should 
be  such  and  such  a  person, 

THE  L'OMITOR:  Fhen  asked,  "V.’ho  do  you  think 
j  would  be  good  as  the  next  Prer.ier?"  I  might  have 
j  replied ,  "HIRAIHJIi/,  might  be  the  bestr’an," 
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Q  Do  you  roc-'ll  whother  you  nr.do  such  a. 
statonont  to  tho  accused  KIDO? 

A  Nn. 

0  ’"ho  did  you  Hvako  the  strtenont  to,  if  you 
recall? 

A  I  cannot  recall, 

Q  At  the  tine  you  nado  the  statoncnt  ut 
IcBst  exproC'Sinc  your  opinion  that  I-ilTiAriUIIA  would  bo 
a  suitable  party  for  the  office  of  Premier,  you  were 
Vicu-’”ar  Minister  of  the  War  Ministry,  were  you  not? 

A  I  do  not  recollect, 

IJi.  BROOKS;  I  was  Going  to  object  to 
further  questions  along  this  lino  on  the  basis  that 
he  says  ho  doesn’ t  recollr  making  any  such  state¬ 
ment,  and  that  any  further  testimony  along  that  line 
\/ould  be  irrelevant  and  immaterial, 

TIIM  PRESIDEIFT :  It  depends  on  the  nature  of 
the  subject  natter  and  his  acquaintance  with  it 
whether  he  can  be  pressed  or  not, 

COLONEL  PIXEL;  I  think,  if  the  Tribunal 
please,  I  can  connect  this  up  v;ith  the  witness,  I 
would  like  permission  to  proceed, 

THE  PRESIDED;  Proceed, 

9  In  your  affidavit  you  said  that  you  first 
net  KIDO  in  April  19^2,  and  it  ap-i.T.rs  thr.t  ICTDO _ 
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recordod  in  his  clicry  in  Ilr.y  1932,  the  following 
nonth,  thet  you  se^iiod  to  be  in  fr.vor  of  HIFiAMUlI/. 
for  Pronier,  "/ill  you  str.tu  the  circuiistnnces  under 
which  you  uc't  Kno  r.nd  whr.t  convors?.tion  passed  be¬ 
tween  you  nt  the  tir.e  you  r  et  hin  in  April  1932? 

THE  PhLSIDENT;  You  nay  have  an  apprecia¬ 
tion  of  the  -value  of  that  that  is  not  apparent  to 
no,  Colonel, 

COLOJiEL  PIXEL:  The  inportcjico  of  this,  if 
the  Tribunal  please  — 

TiIE  PL^SIDE^'T :  'oil,  you  need  not  toll  no. 
You  cm  proceed  .with  your  cross-oxar.iination, 

COLONEL  PIXEL:  I  have  very  little  more, 
but  I  think  I  can  connect  it. 

THE  ’'ITKESS:  Hay  I  reply? 

COLOi'lEL  Fi:a*.L:  Yes. 

A  Then  lot  re  erplain  how  I  first  net  KIDO. 

The  Parliamentary  Vlce-}*lnlster  of  V/ar  by 

* 

the  name  of  DOKI,  Akira,  told  ne  that  nenbers  of  the 
House  of  Peers  holding  peerage  titles  were  meeting 
at  the  Kazankan,  and  invited  me  to  go  there  with  hin. 

hen  I  \.v-nt  to  this  place  I  found  a  largo  group  of 
people,  among  whom  was  KIDO.  After  that  I  have  seen 
KIDO  fror.1  tir.o  to  tine,  but  in  rcy  recollection  the 
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when  wo  wurt;  in  the  srr.e  JilRAITULiA  Cr.binot. 


Q  VIos  the  Preniership  of  Japr.n  a  political 


office? 


THE  PRESIDENT:  It  is  ??oinR  to  be  hard  to 


convince  us  that  it  was  hot, 

A  That  is  exactly  as  you  say, 

Q  And  if  you  as  Vice-iiinlstur  of  V’r.r  were 
occupying  a  military  position  what  do  you  say  as  to 
your  violation  of  the  rule  which  you  sr.y  in  your 
affidavit  existed  that  persons  in  the  nilitary  ser¬ 
vice  would  abstain  fror.  political  activities? 

HR,  BliOOKS:  I  object  to  that  question  as 
being  argumentative  and  being  based  on  the  false 
promise  that  a  member  in  the  civil  governnont  of  the 
cabinet  was  actually  in  the  active  si-rvico  and  would 
c.ome  under  the  sane  policies  as  testified  to  by  the 


witness , 


COLONEL  PIXEL;  The  affidavit  of  the  witness 


shows  that  he  was  in  active  service  until  he  went  in 
the  reserve  in  1938,  end  this  transaction  took  place 


in  1932. 


TIffi  PRESIDEIIT ;  As  Vlce-Hinis  ter  I  suppose  he 


was  in  political  office  and  also  on  active  service, 
’"hat  do  you  want  to  ascertain,  Colonel?  It  is  not 


clear  to  me 
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Were  you  a  member  of  the  Sakurakni? 

A  No. 

Q  At  no  time? 

A  No,  never. 

Q  In  the  early  part  of  January,  1931»  were  v-)U 
a  party  to  any  discussions  as  to  the  ivays  and  moans 
concerning  measures  for  reforming  Japan  at  which  gather¬ 
ings  General  UGAKI,  General  SUGIYAl'A,  General  NINOMIYA, 
Colonel  ri/.SHIM0TO  and  others  were  present? 

A  The  prosecutor  is  probably  referring  to  an 
excerpt  from  the  KIDO  Liary  which,  in  my  recollection, 
is  court  exhibit  179-F,  but  that  is  completely  without 

I  foundation. 

'  1 

!  Q  I  am  asking  you  the  question  apart  from  any 

reference. 

A  I  have  never  attended  such  a  meeting. 

Q  Did  you  know  that  there  was  a  movement  to 
foster  the  political  activities  of  General  UGAKI  in 
the  War  l^inistry  in  the  early  part  of  1931? 

A  There  was  no  such  movement  within  the  Ministry 
of  War. 

Q  You  were  acquainted  with  Colonel  HASHIKOTO 
at  that  time,  weren't  you? 

A  No,  not  at  that  time. 

Q  Were  you  acquainted  with  General  TAT2I'A'./A  in 


KOISO 


CKOSS 


32,282 


% 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


- 1 - — - - - 1 

jTiuary,  1931? 

A  I  have  knov/n  General  TATEKAVVA  since  August, 

Vi  August  of  what  year? 

A  1931 »  but  we  were  not  intimate. 

THE  MONITOR:  I  became  Intimate  with  General 
TATEKAWA  from  August  1931*  I  knew  him  before  th^t, 
but  I  was  not  on  intimate  terms. 

Q  Lid  you  know  that  there  was  a  group  in  the 
War  Department  while  vou  v/ero  Chief  of  the  Military 
Affairs  Bureau  in  1931  that  favored  the  use  of  military 
force  in  connection  with  the  appearance  of  General  UG.'ICI 
on  the  political  field? 

A  No,  there  was  no  such  a  thing. 

Q  You  have  mentioned  in  your  affidavit  something 
concerning  a  plan  OKAWA  proposed  vou  take  up  with  UGAKI, 
but  you  have  not  described  the  plan  in  any  detail.  Is 
it  not  a  fact  th-^t  in  a  voluntary  written  statement 
you  gave  to  Major  Hummel,  you  fully  stated  OKAWA’ s  plan 
to  be  as  follows: 

"The  plan  is  to  confuse  the  Imperial  Diet  by 
hurling  bombs  at  it;  to  attack  the  Metropolitan  Police 
Board  and  bring  about  such  a  situation  as  the  public 
peace  in  Tokyo  cannot  be  maintained  except  by  military 
force;  then  to  guide  the  situation  to  such  a  state  that 
the  enforcement  of  martial  law  will  be  necessitated;  to 
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make  the  cabinet  responsible  for  it  and  resign  on  bloc; 
to  let  Minister  UGAKI  offer  to  save  the  situation:  and 

I 

to  take  some- measures  so  as  to  make  it  possible  that  the  j 
Imperial  Order  will  bo  given  to  Minister  UGAKI  to  organized 
I  the  next  cabinet*  As  for  measures  to  save  the  situation,  ^ 
I  it  is  enough  that  they  are  to  be  planned  after  the  ' 

i 

j  Imperial  Order  is  given."  j 

Did  you  get  that  statement  from  OKAV/A  at  a  time  ! 
in  March  1931  when  he  visited  you  in  the  7ar  fc'lnistry?  | 

A  This  took  place  probably  around  the  end  of  j 

February,  and  the  visit  was  made  not  to  the  '-'Hr  Ministry 
but  to  my  own  house.  At  that  time  OKAWA  expressed  such 
ideas  in  answer  to  questions  put  by  me  to  him, 

(i  And  whap  you  drew  your  affidavit,  you  referred 
to  the  missiles  that  were  described  by  OKAWA  as  bombs, 
as  firecrackers,  did  you  not? 

A  Because  of  the  fact  that  it  has  already  been  i 
made  clear  to  this  Tribunal  that  the  bomb  used  was  a 
sort  of  a  paper  bomb  used  in  times  of  maneuvers,  I  used 
the  word  "gihoka,"  which  are  not  real  bombs. 

Q  When  you  speak  of  firecrackers,  as  used  in  your 
affidavit,  you  really  mean  bonbs,  do  you  not? 

I  A  When  OKAV/A. came  to  see  me  in,  I  think  it  was, 

I 

jFebruary  1931 >  he  used  the  word  "bombs." 

I —  Q  Well,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Japanese  Army  . 
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j  In  1931  was  not  using  firecrackers  in  artillery'  oractice, 
2^os  it? 

3  A  Yes,  in  artillery  maneuvers  those  firocrackors 

4 wore  used, 

5  I  THE  PRESU'ENT:  I  am  looking  into  the  papor 

! 

(Soaling  with  the  calling  of  witnesses  from  Russia  for 
^  jcross-examination.  So  far  as  I  have  read  the  papers  — 

”  but  I  have  not  completed  the  reading  —  the  Russian 
view  seems  to  be  right;  but  I  invito  the  defense  to  look 
into  it  during  the  luncheon  adjournment,  I  shall  continue 
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to  look  into  it. 

We  will  adjourn  until  half-past  one. 

(Wnereupon,  at  1200,  a  recess  was 

taken, ) 


25 
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,  The  Tribunal  met,  pursuant  to  recess,  at  1330. 

3  ;  ’  • 

4  MARSMAL  OF  TKi:  COURT;  The  International 

5  Ililitarj'-  Tribunal  for  the  Far  East  is  now  in  session, 

f,  I  THE  PRESIDENT;  Colonel  Fixel. 


Iv  U  N  I  A  K  I  KOISO,  an  accused,  resumed  the 

stand  and  testified  thi’ough  Japanese  interpreters 
as  follows; 

BY  COLOIEL  FIXEL  (Continued) ; 

Ct  Witness,  will  you  please  state  who  delivered 
the  bombs,  which  you  now  call  "firecrackers,"  to 
OKAWA  or  to  his  henclimon? 

A  I  refer  to  this  particular  article  as  dummy 

• 

shells  or  blank  shells  or,  in  Japanese,  gihoka,  and 
at  that  time  I  did  not  know  through  whose  hands  these 
dummy  shells  were  delivered  to  OKAWA  and  his  group. 

C,  Did  you  later  find  out  that  Major-General 
TATEIsJlWA  of  the  General  Staff  office  had  released  the 
bombs  and  that  the  bombs  were  delivered  by  the  accused 
KASHILOTO  or  under  his  direction? 

A  Y/hen  I  went  to  the  Vice -Chief  of  the  Army 
General  Staff  to  express  warning  that  it  was  highly 
Improper  to  have  General  Staff  officers  approach  such 
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I  a  T)orson  as  OKAWA,  the  Vice-Chief  told  mo  or  reported 
to  me,  rather,  that  the  so-called  bomb,  that  is,  tho 
dummy  shells,  v/as  delivered  from  TATEKAn/A  to  OKAWA 's 
I  group.  Since  then  I  did  not  knovv  by  v/hose  hand  these 
dumjny  bombs  v/ere  delivered  to  OKAV/A’s  group,  and  it 
was  for  the  first  time  --  and  it  was  in  this  Tribunal 
and  for  the  first  time  that  I  learned  that  HASHIMOTO 
was  one  of  those  responsible  for  the  delivery  of  the 
bombs. ■ 

Q  After  OIvAV/A  outlined  his  plot  to  you,  did 
you  take  any  action  to  have  him  arrested  as  a 
dangerour  person? 

IB.  BROOKS;  I  object  to  this,  if  your  Honor 
please.  There  is  no  showing  that  there  is  any  duty 
on  the  part  of  this  accused  in  the  office  that  he 
held  to  carry  out  steps  of  that  nature.  Therefore  — 
TUT.  PRESIDENT;  It  is  a  simple  thing  to  ask 
'  him  whether  he  had  any  duty  in  that  regard.  V/e  do 
I  not  pretend  to  know  all  about  the  administration  of 

I 

Japan.  We  do  not  Imow  who  is  responsible. 

MR.  BROOKS;  If  the  Tribunal  please  -- 
THE  PRESIDENT;  Let  him  answer  the  question. 
He  can  m.ake  an  oxnlanation  if  necessary. 

i 

I  IB.  BROOKS;  I  will  withdraw  my  objection 

1  4e  prnppr  foundation  questions  are  asked.  _ 
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A  I  believed  that  if  I  could  or  if  I  succeeded 

I  in  havine  OKAWA  and  his  group  abandon  such  a  reckless 

i 

I  plan,  I  did  not  think  there  v/as  any  need  to  arrest 

I 

them . 

I  Did  you  also  have  the  same  opinion  with 

i  reference  to  the  officers  of  the  Army  who  participated 
I  in  the  plot? 

A  Because  I  believed  that  such  plottings  or 
plannings  v;ere  highly  improper,  I  v;ent  to  the  General 
Staff  office,  as  I  have  already  told  you  in  my 
previous  reply,  to  see  the  Vice-Chief  of  Staff  and 
to  warn  him  that  it  was  highly  improper  for  officers 
of  the  General  Staff  to  participate  in  anything  of 
I  the  kind . 

.Q  Did  you  have  authority  to  file  charges 
against  any  officer  who  took  part  in  a  scheme  of  that 
kind? 

A  I  had  no  authority  to  .issue  any  indictment 
,  or  to  make  charges, 

I 

j  Q  Did  you  recommend  to  anyone  in  the  military 

I  service,  who  had  authority  to  file  such  charges,  to 
do  so? 

A  If  there  was  any  necessity  to  file  charges, 
then  there  was  no  need  to  await  my  warning,  and 
i  Inasmuch  as  I  w^nt  to  the  General  Staff  and  issued 
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the  warning  to  stop  any  rash  actions  of  the  kind, 
the  General  Staff  office  --  if  an  action  was  necessary, 
the  General  Staff  did,  I  believe,  take  the  appropriate 
steps. 

Q  At  any  rate,  you  did  not  initiate  any  action 
to  have  charges  filed  against  the  military  personnel 
who  were  involved  in  the  plot. 

A  V/ith  regard  to  filing  charges,  I  did  nothing. 

I  did  not  do  anything. 

Q  You  testified  this  morning  that  OKAV/A  brought 
th,e  plan,  v/hich  was  outlined  and  read  to  you,  to  your 
dv/tlling  place.  Did  you  examine  the  plan  at  the  time 
he  first  brought  it  to  you? 

A  V/hon  I  heard  this  plan  explained  to  me,  and, 
as  I  also  stated  in  my  writing  road  by  the  prosecution, 
I  told  CiCAV/A  immediately  and  point  blank  that  such  a 
reckless  plan  must  be  immediately  abandoned. 

(fc  Did  you  have  a  Colonc-l  NAGATA,  Tetsuzan, 
under  you  in  the  Military  Affairs  Bureau  as  Chief  of 
the  Military  Affairs  Section  at  that  time? 

A  Yes. 

Q  And,  isn't  it  a  fact  that  after  you  had 
determined  that  the  plan  was  reckless  or  was  not 
adoptablr,  that  you  ordered  Colonel  NAGATA  to  examine 
the  plan  for  its  consistency? 
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A  It  seems  that  there  are  various  parts  of  the 
whole  story  omitted,  and  unless  I  explain  some  of  the 
circumstances  at  that  time,  you  will  not  be  able  to 
understand  the  whole  situation. 
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I  Q  I  think  the  question  is  very  simple.  Tt  ' 

'  j  v/as  this:  After  you  had  determined  that  ycu  didn't 

^  v;ant  to  have  anything  to  do  with  the  plan  for  various 

reasons,  did  you  order  Colonel  WAGATA,  who  was  head 

:  of  the  t:illtary  Affairs  Section,  to  examine  the  plan 
5  ! 
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for  its  consistency? 

A  As  I  have  said  before,  I  warned  OKAVVA 
i  to  abandon  the  plan,  but  he  did  not  accept  my  advice. 

I  Thereupon,  I  reported  to  War  1/iinister  UGAKI  that 
j  OKAVVA's  —  what  OKAWA  wanted  to  submit  to  the  War 
I  Minister  v/as  a  matter  in  which  the  V/ar  Ministry  should 
under  no  circumstances  be  involved.  To  this  advice 
on  my  part.  War  Minister  UGAKI  said  —  ordered  me 

to  ask  OKAWA  to  submit  his  so-called  plan  in  writing 

i 

and  so  I  met  OKAV/A  again. 

The  document  which  OKAVvA  submitted  at  my 
direction  was  written  on  Japanese  white  "Hanshi"  paper, 
i  'with  the  width  of  40  to  50  centimeters  and  a  length 
'  of  some  60  centimeters,  and  the  document  consisted  of 
j  2  sheets  on  v/hich  there  was  some  brush  writing,  rather 
j  rough  —  some  writing  which  was  done  in  Japanese 
I  brush  in  a  rather  rough  manner.  Although  I  tried 
my  best  to  decipher  this  writing,  I  could  not 
comprehend  v/hat  the  matter  was  all  about  and  so  I 
asked  OKAV'A  to  read  the  contents  to  me.  I  took  what 
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he  explained  on  my  memo  v/ith  a  pencll^nd"  after 
putting  the  2  documents  together,  that  is,  the 
original  document  and  my  memo,  I  brought  these 
documents  to  the  V/ar  hllnistry. 

Although  I  compared  my  notes  with  the 
document,  I  could  find  no  consistency  or  completeness 
in  the  plan.  And  v/hilst  speaking  about  the  fact 
that  OKAWA  entertained  some  such  plan  ns  contained 
in  the  writJ  3s,  I  Ck- dered  NAGATA  to  examine  the 
matter  and  find  out  whether  the  plan  had  any  con¬ 
sistency  or  not. 

Q  Now,  right  at  that  point,  may  I  continue 
asking  questions? 

At  the  time  you  had  already  made  up  your 
mind  that  the  plan  v/as  not  workable,  isn't  that  true? 

A  Of  course,  yes.  ^ 

Q  And  nevertheless  you  ordered  Colonel  NAGATA 
to  examine  the  plan  for  its  consistency  after  you 
had  decided  that  the  plan  v/as  an  Improper  plan? 

A  No,  that  was  not  so.  The  matter  had  to  be 
reported  to  the  War  Minister  and  no  matter  —  no 
explanation  could  be  offered  to  the  War  Minister  on 
any  plan  or  any  matter  in  which  there  was  any  —  in 
v/hlch  there  could  not  be  found  any  consistency,  and 
that  is  v;hy  I  ordered  NAGATA  to  find  out  whether 
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there  v/as  any  consistency  In  the  plan  so  that  some 
report,  some  logical  report,  could  be.  made. 

I 

j  Q  V/ell,  nov',  did  you  think  that  a  plan  to 

’  blow  up  the  Diet  end  to  cause  a  coup  d'etat  in  the 
Government  could  be  made  consistent? 

A  Because  the  plan  itself  was  highly  incon¬ 
sistent,  I  warned  OKAVVA  to  abandon  the  whole  idea. 

I 

^  Q  So  you  disapproved  of  the  plan  yourself,  you 

j  say,  and  after  you  had  disapproved  the  plan,  you 

■  turned  it  over  to  your  subordinate  in  the  War  Ministry 

I  to  try  to  improve  the  plan,  to  make  it  consistent;  is 
I 

that  correct? 

A  I  did  not  issue  any  such  order  to  NAGATA, 

Q  W'ell,  after  your  visit  with  General  UGAKI, 

J 

j  did  he  pass  an  opinion  on  the  plan?  Did  he  favor  it 
or  was  he  against  it? 

» 

A  I  submitted  the  document  to  General  UGAKI, 
and  one  or  tv/o  days  later  I  went  to  see  him  and  asked 

I 

for  his  reaction. 

Q  What  did  he  say?  ' 

i 

A  UGAKI  condemned  the  plan  in  the  following 
manner  —  the  expression  he  used  was  "Can  such  a 
foolish  thing  be  adopted?" or  "Could  such  an  absurd 
thing  be  adopted?" 

,  Q  Did  you  come  away  from  him  with  the  impression 
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there  was  any  consistency  In  the  plan  so  that  some 
report,  some  logical  report,  could  be.  made, 

Q  Y/ell,  now,  did  you  think  that  a  plan  to 
blow  up  the  Diet  and  to  cause  a  coup  d’etat  in  the 
Government  could  be  made  consistent? 

A  Because  the  plan  itself  was  highly  incon¬ 
sistent,  I  warned  OKAWA  to  abandon  the  whole  idea. 

Q  So  you  disapproved  of  the  plan  yourself,  you 
say,  and  after  you  had  disapproved  the  plan,  you 
turned  it  over  to  your  subordinate  in  the  War  Ministry 
to  try  to  improve  the  plan,  to  make  it  consistent;  is 
that  correct? 

A  I  did  not  issue  any  such  order  to  WAGATA. 

Q  Well,  after  your  visit  with  General  UGAKI, 
did  he  pass  an  opinion  on  the  plan?  Did  he  favor  it 
or  was  he  against  it? 

A  I  submitted  the  document  to  General  UGAKI, 
and  one  or  tv/o  days  later  I  went  to  see  him  and  asked 
for  his  reaction, 

Q  What  did  he  say?  ' 

A  UGAKI  condemned  the  plan  in  the  following 
m.anner  —  the  expression  he  used  was  "Can  such  a 
foolish  thing  be  adopted?" or  "Could  such  an  absurd 
thing  be  adopted?" 

Q  Did  you  come  away  from  him  v/ith  the  impression 
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thnt  ht  v.ps  opposed  to  the  plan?  ; 

A  Yes,  very  apparently  so, 

Q  After  you  hrd  been  given  this  information 
by  the  War  Minister,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  you 
continued  to  have  Colonel  HAGATA  still  work  on  the  ! 
plan  to  try  to  m'^ke  it  consistent? 

A  Such  facts  are  —  that  is  without  foundation. 

Q  You  state  in  vour  affidavit  that  the  prestige 
of  the  Army  would  have  been  injured  if  the  bombs  had 
remained  outstanding.  So  you  desired  to  secure  the 
return  of  the  bombs;  isn’t  that  correct? 

A  Yes. 

Q  And  did  OKAWA  or  one  of  his  henchmen  have 
the  bombs  at  that  time? 

A  I  did  not  knovj  who  had  the  bombs,  but  from 

I 

v/hat  I  heard  later,  it  was  one  of  OKAWA' s  follewers 
who  had  the  bombs. 

Q  Was  this  follower  a  civilian? 

A  It  is  said  that  that  person  v/as  SHIMIZU, 
Konosuke  who  appeared  as  a  \/itness  before  this  Tribunal, 

Q  And  you  also  said  in  your  affidavit  that 
you  intervened  with  Marquis  TOKUGAV/A  to  secure  the  | 
return  of  the  bombs.  When  did  you  first  ask  the  j 

help  of  TOKUGAV/A  to  secure  the  return  of  the  bom.bs? 

A  1  think  it  was  around  March  17  or  18  that  I 
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first  asked  k'iarquis  TOKUGAViiA  for  his  assistance. 

Q  Hov.'  many  times  did  you  request  the  return 
of  these  bombs  either  from  TOKUGAWA  or  other 
civilians  who  had  possession  or  control  of  them? 

A  As  I  have  already  said,  it  was  somewhere 
around  tiarch  17  or  l8  that  I  asked  the  return  of  the 
bombs  through  a  certain  —  through  other  persons. 

At  that  time,  not  only  was  the  return  of  the  bombs 
demanded,  but  also  at  the  sam.e  tim,e  it  was  requested 
that  OKAV/A  be  made  to  abandon  the  plan  entirely.  As 
0  result  of  Marquis  TOKUGAWA* s  efforts,  we  succeeded 
in  having  OKAVVA  abandon  the  plan.  Hov/ever,  I  did 
not  knov;  whether  the  bombs,  that  is,  the  dummy  bombs, 
themselves  were  actually  returned  by  OKAV'A  or  v;os 
transferred  from  OKAWA  to  TOKUGAV/A  and  the  matter 
was  left  unsettled  to  later  dates.  Furthermore,  I 
do  not  knov/  whether  or  not  Marquis  TOKUGAY/A  talked 
to  OKAV/A  about  these  bombs. 
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Q  I  asked  you  this  question,  which  you  did  not 

answer.  The  Question  was,  how  many  times  did  you 
request  OKAWA  or  any  of  the  other  civilians  who  had  the 
bombs  to  return  the  bombs  before  they  were  actually  re¬ 
turned? 

A  I  do  not  quite  comurehend  the  question,  but  I 
shall  reply  on  my  understanding  of  the  question. 

It  was  only  once  that  I  mat  TOKUGAWA  personally 
and  asked  for  his  good  offices  to  bring  about  a  return 
of  tho  dummy  bombs. 

Q  Bell’,  I  arn  not  addressing  ray  question  to  how 
many  times  you  spoke  to  TOKUGABA,  but  any  civilian 
In  addition  to  TOKUOA’vA.  And  I  asked  how  raany  times 
you  requested  OKABA,  SHIHIZU,  TOKUGABA,  or  anyone  else 
who  had  control  of  these  bombs,  to  return  them  before 

they  were  returned? 

A  I  asked  OKA’VA  once;  that  was  all. 

Q  And  is  it  not  a  fact  that  you  did  not  get  the 
bombs  back  into  the  ’.Var  Department  until  Harch  of  1932? 


Q  vVhen  were  the  bombs  returned? 

A  I  think  it  was  around  December,  1931* 
q  And  is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  bonbswere  kept 
during  that  length  of  time  having  in  view  the  incident 
whiPh  hrokp  out  in  October  of  1931? _ 
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A  No,  that  Is  entirely  different. 

^  If  you  v/ere  so  afraid  of  the  prestige  of  the 
army  —  that  the  prestige  of  the  array  was  to  suffer  if 
the  bombs  were  not  recaptured,  what  prevented  you  from 
sending  an  array  truck  out  to  the  place  where  the  bombs 
were  and  seizing  the  bombs? 

A  As  I  have  stated  in  my  affidavit,  the  dummy 
shells  were  delivered  to  OKAV/A  by  General  f-taff  officers 
and  any  attemnt  to  have  these  bombs  returned  was  the 

t 

business  of  the  General  Staff  and  not  of  the  Chief  of 
the  military  Affairs  Bureau  of  the  v/ar  Ministry. 

0  Just  a  minute,  please.  What  were  you  Inter¬ 
meddling  into  the  matter  for  if  that  was  a  matter  for 
the  General  staff,  to  secure  the  bombs  back? 

A  This  was  actually  a  duty  of  the  General  Staff 
Office,  inasmuch  as  it  Involved  General  staff  officers, 
but  inasmuch  as  the  efforts  made  by  the  General  Staff 
in  this  regard  was  far  from  sufficient,  and  Inasmuch  as 
such  bombs  should  not  under  any  circumstances  be  in  the 
possession  of  civilians,  and  because  this  whole  matter 
reflected  upon  the  prestige  and  honor  of  the  entire  array, 

I,  in  my  capacity  as  Chief  of  the  Military  Affairs 
Bureau  of  the  War  Ministry,  undertook  the  .-Job  of  trying 
to  pet  these  bombs  back,  because  it  affected  the  entire- 
array. 
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I  Q  Do  you  mean  to  tell  this  Tribunal  that  vou  had 

'  ,  to  virtually  beg  a  civilian  to  Intervene  In  behalf  of 
7  I 

!  the  ^’'ar  Hinlstrv  to  secure  the  return  of  these  artillery 

3  ‘ 

shells  which  were  '^ar  Department  property?  I 

4  I 

^  IIR,  BROOKS;  ir  your  Honor  nl^ase,  I  wish  to  | 

object  to  that  question  as  being  argumentative  and  | 

( 

7  j  being  Immaterial  and  irrelevant.  j 

k|  I  believe  that  the  prosecution  has  failed  to  | 

yi  examine  their  own  witness’ testimony.  The  man  who  had  | 

i  these  dummy  bombs  said  that  they  were  In  a  very  small  I 

’’  !  nacVage.  In  his  talk  about  army  trucks,  he  seems  to  be 
un^amUlar  with  what  has  taken  place  in  that  relation,  , 

t 

i  and  therefore  this  seems  to  be  renetltive  and  covers  a 
*  *  i  lot  of  stuff  that  has  taken  place  previously.  | 

I  THE  pREtilDENT:  The  nrosecutlon  could  reserve  | 

I  a  lot  o^'  this  for  comment  later,  but  it  Is  really  fair 
to  the  witness  to  ask  for  his  explanation.  I  do  not 

18  ' 

I  regard  It  as  immaterial  nor  as  repetitive. 

•  The.  objection  is  overruled. 

2(»  I 

2,  .  A  I  shall  reply.  The  prosecutor  has  just  said 

22  I  that  these  so-called  dummy  shells  were  a  oroperty  of  the  ^ 

I 

23 1  v/ar  ministry.  That  was  not  so. 

24  i  Q  Who  did  they  belong  to? 

25  I  A  Thr  artillery  school. 

I _ Q  _And  under  whose  — ; _ _ 
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THIS  INTERPRETER:  Correction:  Tho  infantry 

school. 

Q  Under  whose  direction,  as  far  as  military  af¬ 
fairs  v/ero  concerned,  was  the  artillery  school? 

THE  INTERPRETER:  I!r.  Prosecutor ,  "artillery 
school"  has  been  corrected  to  "infantry  school." 

COLONEL  PIXEL:  That  is  right.  Please  make  the 

correction  in  my  Question. 

A  Under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Inspector  General 

oe  Education  --  of  Military  Education. 

Q  V/as  not  the  infantry  school  and  its  activities 
also  conn<'cted  with  the  Military  Affairs  Bureau  of  the 
'•Var  Department? 

A  There  was  no  such  thing  as  a  Military  Affairs 
iSoction  in  the  War  Ministry  at  that  time,  and  it  had  no 
connection  with  the  V/ar  Ministry  at  that  time. 

r'  You  mean  the  infantry  school  was  separate 
from  the  War  Ministry? 

A  It  was  a  training  institute  under  the  direct" - 
corrmand  and  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Inspector 

General  of  Military  Education. 

Q  V/aj?  he  running  a  private  school,  or  was  it 

und''r  th^  Jurisdiction  o^  the  War  Ministry? 

A  The  army  ivas  divided  into  throe  distinct 
and  separate  branches  —  the  War  Ministry,  the  Inspector 
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Goneral  of  Military  Etiucation,  and  the  General  Staff 
Head  quarters. 

Q  Y/oll,  then,  in  what  way  did  you  become  involved 
in  seeking  the  return  of  these  bombs?  You  told  us  that 
the  bombs  were  in  the  uossession  of  the  General  Staff, 
that  you  had  nothing  to  do  with  them,  but  you  seem  to 
have  interfi'-red  or  intervened  in  someone's  behalf  or  at 
your  own  suggestion  to  secure  the  return  of  the  bombs. 

Now,  why  did  you  do  it? 

A  I  did  not  say  that  these  shells  were  the  proper¬ 
ty  of  the  General  staff.  The  General  staff  officers 
mef’o  arrangements  to  have  the  shells  delivered  to 
orjiTUk's  groun.  The  shells  themselves  were  the  oroperty 
of  an  organization  which  was  under  the  direct  command 
the  Insoector  General  of  Military  Elducation. 


16 
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As  I  have  stated  in  ray  affidavit,  I  par- 
ticioated  in  this  matter  in  connection  with  the  return 
of  these  bombs  because  they  reflected  upon  the  honor  of 
the  entire  army. 

o  Did  the  Inspector  of  Military  Education  know 
that  some  of  his  bombs  were  in  the  oossession  of  a 
civilian? 

A  That  I  do  not  know. 

THE  PREt'IDEKT;  Perhaps  we  have  heard  enough 

about  that. 
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Q  You  know,  did  vou  not,  that  tho  matter  of 
dlsnoslnp  of  ?Janchurla  and  Wongolla,  and  the  Question 
of  how  to  rule  them,  was  undergoing  studies  prior  to 
July,  1^31,  In  the  ^/ar  M  Inlstry? 

A  I  did  not  know,  and  such  a  thing  was  highly 
impossible. 


KOISO 


CROSS 


32  4^01 


!  Q  Did  you  knov/  an  officer  by  the  name  of 
SHIIfANUKI?  ’7as  he  one  of  your  subordinates  in  July, 

1931? 

THE  MONITOR:  7ill  you  kindly  spell  that 


A 

5 

6 
7 


■name  out? 

i  COLONEL  PIXEL:  S-H-I-I!-A-N-U-K-I . 

I  A  I  don't  knovf  whether  it  was  in  1931  or  1932, 


K 

y 
10 
1 1 
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-t  tfiink  there  v/as  a  captain  by  the  name  of  —  by 
ihrt  name  was  in  the  Military  Administration  Section, 
ife  v'as  an  air  officer. 

o  Did  you  have  a  section  within  your  bureau 
called  the  Military  Service  Section,  in  1931? 


i-H  A  Yes. 
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o  And  do  you  recall  a  communication  that  came  to 
the  Military  Affairs  Bureau  and  was  acted  upon  in  the 
Military  Service  Section,  received  from  I'INE,  Yuklmatsu, 
commander  of  the  military  police,  in  which  he  submitted 
nn  estimate  to  the  Tar  Ministry  of  his  requirements  in 
connection  with  the  occupation  of  Manchuria  and  Mongolia? 
A  There  havo  beany  but  I  have  no- recollection, 

COLONEL  PIXEL:  May  the  witness  be  shown 
..•rlrlbit  3038-P,  which  has  been  previously  marked  for 
identification? 

Till  the  witness  refer  to  the  marked  portion 


i  thereof,  being  a  letter  dated  25  July  1931  from  the 
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!  Q  Did  you  knov/  an  officer  by  the  name  of  i 

3HII!AMUKI?  ’7as  he  one  of  your  subordinates  in  July, 

I 

1931?  I 

THE  MONITOR:  7111  you  kindly  spell  that  I 

*  i 

•name  out? 

I  COLONEL  PIXEL:  S-H-I-I:-A-N-U-K-I. 

A  I  don't  know  v/hether  it  was  in  1931  or  1932, 

■  'it  think  there  was  a  captain  by  the  name  of  —  by 
l.lirt  name  was  in  the  Military  administration  Section.  j 

h'e  v.'as  an  air  officer. 

o  Did  you  have  a  section  within  your  bureau 
called  the  Military  Service  Section,  in  1931? 

A  Yes. 

I 

0  iind  do  you  recall  a  communication  that  came  to 
the  Military  Affairs  Bureau  and  was  acted  upon  in  the 
Military  Service  Section,  received  from  I'INE,  Yukircatsu, 

I  commander  of  the  military  police,  in  which  he  submitted  | 
I  on  estimate  to  the  7ar  Ministry  of  his  requirements  in  j 
;  connection  with  the  occupation  of  Manchuria  and  Mongolia?  ; 
A  There  have  been^  but  I  have  no- recollection* 

I  I 

j  COLONEL  PIXEL:  May  the  witness  be  shown  | 

..-vliibit  3038-P,  which  has  been  previously  marked  for 
j  identification? 

7111  the  witness  refer  to  the  marked  portion 

! 

,  thereof,  being  a  letter  dated  2?  July  1931  from  the 
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commander  of  the  Tilltary  Police  to  the  ”»ar  Minister 
in  reference  to  a  study  on  the  reorganization  of  the 
Military  Police  forces  in  I’anchuria? 

0  Does  the  document  you  are  examining  boar 
the  seal  of  SPHIANUKI? 


6  A  "^es. 

7  r  Till  you  admit  the  truth  of  the  contents  of 

8  this  document? 


9 


A  ^es . 
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COLONEL  FIXEL:  I.P.S.  document  3203,  be¬ 
ing  an  excerpt  from  exhibit  3038-B,  is  offered  in 
evidence. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Is  that  the  document  he  just 

read? 

COLONEL  FIXEL;  The  document  as  to  which  he 
admits  the  truth  of  the  contents. 

MR.  BROOKS:  I  haven't  been  served  any  copies 
of  this,  your  Honor,  and  I  would  like  to  reserve  any 
objections  I  may  have. 

THE  PRESIDENT;  ’?e  direct  service  on  you. 

’'eanwhile,  it  is  admitted  on  the  usual  terms. 

CLERK  OF  THE  COURT;  Prosecution  document  3203 
v,'ill  receive  exhibit  No.  3376. 

("'hereupon,  the  document  above 


referred  to  was  marked  prosecution  exhibit 
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3376  and  received  in  evidence.) 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Do  you  7,ropose  to  read  it, 


Colonel? 


COLONEL  PIXEL:  Yes,  v/ith  the  permission  of 


the  Court  I  would  like  to. 

This  report  is  dated  July  25 1  194^1  ^  S'nd  is 

6 

to  MINAIJI 'Jlro,  War  Minister,  from  MINE  Yukimatsu, 

7 

Commander  of  the  MP.  It  has  the  seal  of  the  Provost 

8 

I'arshal  and  is  marked  "Secret." 

9 

"July  1931 

j,  "STW  ON  TH’!^  ORGANIZATION  OF  MP  FORCE 

12  IN  MANCHURIA. 

13  "MP  Headquarters. 

14  "”'e  have  no  need  to  enlarfre  upon  the  fact 

15  that  in  the  future  war  our  Empire  should  secure  com- 
plete  possession  of  Manchuria  and  Mongolia  from  the 
standpoints  of  maintenance  of  fighting  ability  and  of 
self-sufficiency. 

"And  how  our  Empire  should  manage  and  adminis- 

20 

trate  Manchuria  and  Mongolia  in  the  above  case  is  al- 

21 

ready  being  studied  by  the  respective  responsible  or- 

22 

gans.  Along  with  this,  the  necessity  of  inquiry  on  the 

23 

’T  in  the  occupied  area  is  also  evident. 

24 

"The  necessitv  of  the  ITP  activities  v/hen  en- 

25 

forcing  military  administration  has  been  proved  by  a 
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number  of  wars,  and  especially,  as  the  recent  v/ar- 
fares  are  tending  to  be  more  of  a  psychological  nature, 
its  necessity  is  greatly  increasing.  Furthermore,  as  to 
the  present  situation  in  I'anchuria  and  Mongolia,  the 
pending  problems  bet*,veen  Japan  and  China  are  being 
aggravated  day  by  day,  and  our  military  police  in 
Manchuria  are  nov'  being  greatly  pressed  with  activity 
as  the  necessity  for  the  Army  to  use  police  authority 
end  to  secretly  detect  and  investigate  the  foreign 
agencies  has  suddenly  increased  recently.  I  believe 
it  most  necessary  and  timely  to  quie ■ ly  consider  the 
changing  phases  of  our  future  military  operations  on 
j  this  occasion,  and  based  on  the  above,  to  study  the 
j application,  organization,  strength,  etc.,  of  the  mili¬ 
tary  police.  Therefore,  J  will  state  my  following 
opinions  and  beg  your  clear  judgment. 

"GIST  OF  OPINION 

"If  a  complete  military  occupation  of  a  cer¬ 
tain  area  in  I'anchuria  and  I'ongolia  is  planned  in  our 
future  military  operations,  a  minimum  force  of  about 
5,000  military  police  (with  the  addition  of  some  Chinese 
and  Korean  military  police  assistants)  besides  a  part 
of  the  occupation  area  garrison  is  required  in  order 
to  maintain  peace  and  order  in  the  said  area.  However, 
the  whole  number  of  our  military  police  (including  pv- 


KOISO 


CROSS 


3??, 30^ 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 
23 


24 


25 


service  men)  is  far  from  sufficient  to  meet  this  re¬ 
quirement.  Therefore,  in  order  to  increase  this  foot¬ 
ing  in  the  future,  the  present  organization  and  the 
full  number  of  the  Kvantung  IT  should  be  revised*  and 
increased,  and  furthermore,  exceptions  for  extraordinary 
drafting  should  be  provided  for,  for  the  purpose  of 
filling  up  the  deficiency. 

"The  total  number  of  military  police  require¬ 
ments  in  Manchuria  v/ill  be  about  5,000  military  police 
and  approximately  20,000  Chinese  (Korean)  auxiliary 
IT's. 

"The  basis  of  this  estimation  approves,  on 
the  'vhole,  the  'Study  on  the  Administration  of  the 
Occupied  Territories  in  Manchuria  and  Mongolia, '  com¬ 
piled  by  the  K'TANTUNG  Army  I^eadquarters .  Namely,  about 
25,000  military  policemen  (including  assistants)  will 
be  placed  in  the  hypothetic  administrative  area  of  about 
45,000  square  'rl'  having  a  population  of  approximate¬ 
ly  27,000,000,  the  rate  being  one  military  policeman 

for  a  population  of  about  1,100  in  an  area  of  1.8  square 
'rl. '" 

THE  PRESIDENT;  Captain  Brooks. 

I 

KR.  BROOKS;  If  your  Honor  please,  on  the 
Japanese  copy  it  shows  that  this  is  an  excerpt  and 
also  on  the  top  of  this  it  shows  this  is  an  excerpt, _ 
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and  I  am  informed  that  the  portions  that  have  been 
left  out  may  change  the  meaning  considerably,  so  I 
ask  to  be  heard  on  this  at  a  later  time,  v/hen  I  have 
had  a  chance  to  thoroughly  check  both. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  You  can  get  it  in  the  re¬ 
examination,  if  that  is  the  proper  course. 

THE  'WITNESS!  Hay  I  say  a  word  to  you,  IFr. 
Prosecutor? 

COLONEL  P'lXEL:  I  don't  know  why  I  should 
be  questioned,  if  the  Tribunal  please.  I  have  no 
further  questions  on  that. 


Q  In  September ,  1931)  you  feel  that  there 
'  was  a  very  critical  situation  In  ?Ianchurla? 


I  A  As  I  have  stated  In  rcy  affidavit,  the  period 
^  cannot  bj  confined  to  this  single  month  of  September 
^  but  for  a  period  of  one  or  two  years  previously.  Due 
I  to  various  pending  Issues  In  China  and  Manchuria,  the 

ft  .  ' 

^  feelings  bet’.veen  Japan  a  China  were  daily  becoming 
aggravated. 

H 

9  ^  vou  ask  MIMAMI's  consent  to  take  the 

matter  up  with  the  Gf»3,;ral  Staff  to  seek  a  decision 
,,  jas  to  what  should  b©  done? 

12  •  A  By  this  question,  are  you  referring  to  the 

13  I  opinion  advanced  by  the  commander  of  the  M.P.  just 

14  Ireferred  to? 

i 

Q  No,  I  am  ref^rping  to  the  conversation.  If 
[you  had  such  a  conversation,  "»ith  General  MINAMI  which 
’7  jultlmately  led  to  the  dispatch  of  General  TATEKAV/A  to 
Mukden.  ’ 

A  I  have  had  no  conversation  with  V/ar  Minister 

MIMMI  In  connection  with  the  dispatch  of  General 
2 1  ' 

[PATEKAV/A  to  Manchuria. 

22  i 

!  *5  Did  you  have  a  conversation  "dth  General 

^JriNAMI  with  reference  to  the  critical  situation  th^t 
^^plsted  In  Manchuria  at?  that  time,  early  September,? 

I  A  As  I  have  clearly  stated  In  my  affidavit,  the 
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,  ; situation  bstveen  Japan  and  China  and  between  Ja->an 

2  iand  l!anchuria  was  becoming  daily  more  and  more  critical 

3  land  in  the  light  of  the  strength  within  the  Japanese 

4  iArmy  itself,  I  expressed  my  opinion  to  the  J/dnister 

5  'and  the  Vice-llinister  of  ’Var  —  I  do  not  remember  the 


^’Idnte  --  to  the  effect  vhat  no  matter  what  happened, 

’’  i  if  some  trouble  should  break  open,  that  trouble  should 
be  settled,  peacefully  and  war  must  be  avoided  at  any 
cost. 


10 

11 

12 


Q  Did  you  get  the  permission  of  MINAKI  to  go  to 
the  General  Staff  and  talk  the  matter  over  at  the 
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General  Staff? 

A  I  have  never  received,  any  such  permission 
nor  any  order. 

Q  Did  you  go  to  the  General  Staff  to  discuss  this 
question  that  you  had  taken  up  with  General  lallJAi  I, 

about  v/hich  you  were  so  fearful? 

A  As  I  have  stated  in  my  affidavit,  I  expressed 
the  same  opinion  to  the  Vice  Chief  of  the  Army  General 

Staff. 

Q  Did  you  express  that  opinion  to  him  in  a 

personal  or  an  official  capacity? 

A  V/ell,  I  received  no  directions  of  any  kind 
from  General  KINAMI,  but  before  becoming  Chief  of  the 


'~?tilltary  Af.fairs  Bureau  of  the  War  Office  I  was.  Chief - 
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'  <j)f  the  Materiel  Mobilization  and  Procurement  Bureau 

I 

^|>f  the  V/ar  Ministry  and  was  very  familiar  wit.h  the 
^  i^ituation  of  our  armed  forces  as  v/ell  as  the  condition 

4  I 

Of  our  v/ar  production  Industries,  and  after  becoming 

5  ' 

thief  of  the  Military  Affairs  Bureau  I  obtained  a  far 

6  I 

|)etter  and  more  thorough  understanding  of  the  situation 
jfMch  actually  existed  between  China  and  Japan,  With 
this  background  I  expressed  the  opinion,  to  v;hich  I 
lave  Just  referred,  in  my  position  as  Chief  of  the 
lilitary  Affairs  Bureau. 

Q  Whom  did  you  express  the  opinion  to?  Who 
13  jvas  present  when  this  opinion  v/as  expressed? 

A  Only  the  Vice  Chief  of  Staff. 

Q  That  v/as  General  NINOMIYA? 

A  Yes. 

Q  Did  you  mention  TATEKAWA's  name  to  NINO?!IYA 
at  that  time  as  a  suitable  person  to  be  entrusted  with 
the  mission  to  stop  an  outbreak  in  Manchuria? 

A  No, 

Q  Did  you  ever  mention  it  at  another  time  to 
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iany  person  connected  with  the  General  Staff? 
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j  ;  Q  l.Tien  did  you  find  out  that  TATErCAWA  v/as  the 

2  I  party  selected  to  go  tr  raanchuria  on  a  mission  in 

1 

3  j  connection  v/ith  the  orders  of  the  General  Staff? 

4 :  A  I  do  not  recollect  the  date,  but  1  do  recall 

I 

5  !  that  a  telephone  riessage  was  sent  from  the  Vice-Chief 

i 

of  Staff  to  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  the  military 
^  Affairs  Bureau  to  that  effect, 

^  Q  Vas  it  before  the  outbreal^  of  the  iilukden 

Incident? 


10 
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A  Before, 

Q  And  you  then  received  information  that 
TATEKAVVA  was  the  party  selected  to  go  to  Muicden,  isn't 
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that  right? 

i 

A  Yes,  I  heard  that  for  the  first  time  then, 

Q  And  isn't  it  a  fact  that  you  received  that 
information  several  days  before  the  wulcden  Incident 
occurred? 

;  A  I  have  no  clear  recollection  as  to  dates, 

I  Q  Did  you  have  a  clear  recollection  as  to 

j  dates  tv/o  years  ago  v/hen  you  gave  a  v/ritten  statement 

I  to  i:iajor  Huraiiiel  of  the  International  Prosecution  Sec- 

1 

tion  in  connection  with  this  particular  point? 

I  A  No. 

1 

I  Q  And  if  it  v/as  stated  in  such  statement  that 

I — It- was  expected  that  TATEKAViA  would  arrive  at  the 


headquarters  of  the  Kwantung  Army  by  September  15  at 
the  latest,  would  you  say  that  your  memory  at  the 
time  you  wrote  that  statement  was  better  than  it  is 
today  on  that  point? 

f 

THE  PRESIDENT:  I  suggest  you  come  more 
directly  to  what  he  said  two  years  ago,  Colonel. 

.  Cut  out  this  test  of  his  memory. 

A  ViTiat  the  prosecutor  has  just  said  seems  to 
be  a  raistalie  in  recollection  on  his  part,  I  have 
not  said  anything  of  the  kind  to  i^jor  Humn.el,  The 
date  "15th"  was  v/ritten  on  ray  memo.  But  you  will 
understand,  if  you  v/ill  re-read  my  affidavit,  and 
that  is  that  after  entering  Sugarao  Prison  I  have 
tried  to  trace  my  very  faint  recollections  in  trying 
to  approach  as  accurate  a  date  as  possible,  but  I 
have  stated  that  it  is  Impossible  or  that  it  is  in¬ 
escapable  that  I  might  be  mistaken  as  to  dates  as 
well  as  facts, 

Q  Well,  now  — 

THE  PRESIDENT;  Before  we  recess,  I  wish  to 
refer  to  that  Question  of  the  Russian  witness  brought 

« 

here  for  cross-examination.  General  Zaryanov  and  I 
have  gone  through  the  papers  together.  It  appears 
that  on  the  9th  of  June  luajor  Blakeney  signified  his 
desire  to  get  three  Russian  nationals  brought  across 
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have  been  stated  v.’hcn  he  v;as  here. 

THE  PRESIDLNT:  Hov;  do  I  l^nov;  who  is  in 

court?  I  cannot  keep  the  whole  of  the  counsel  in 
court  in  iny\ind.  This  court  happens  co  be  crowded 
with  counsel.  I  know  you  are  here.  He  can  reply 
to  ne.  Why  be  so  disagreeable  about  it  anyhow? 

We  will  recess  for  fifteen  minutes. 
(V.Tiereupon,  at  1445,  n  recess 
was  taken  until  1500,  after  which  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  were  resumed  as  follows:) 
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'  UjaSHAL  OF  THE  COURT:  The  Internotlonal 

1 

Military  Tribunal  for  the  Far  East  is  now  resumed. 

2 

THE  PRESIDEIIT;  Major  Blakeney. 

3 

,  IR.  BLAKENEY:  May  I  say  a  few  words? 

4 

THE  PRISIDENT:  Certainly. 

5 

ELAKENrY:  In  connection  with  the  matter 

6 

y  of  defense  request  for  witnesses  to  be  produced  for 

fj  cross-examination,  I  should  like  to  point  out  that  the 

y  first  formal  mention  of  this  matter  in  the  Tribunal 

10  occurred  on  the  28th  of  May,  rages  23,153  et  sequent ia 
,j  of  the  record,  at  which  time  it  was  requested  that  cer- 

12  tain  named  witnesses,  twelve  in  number,  be  brought  for 

13  cross-examination.  The  Tribunal  at  that  time  directed 

14  that  the  matter  be  fully  argued  at  a  future  date.  That 
•3  argument  was  presented  to  the  Tribunal  on  the  9th  of 

June  at  pages,  23,788  et  sequentla  of  the  record. 

On  that  occasion,  in  presenting  the  request 

I 

' f or  the  defense,  I  named  the  specific  witnesses  whom 

I 

'we  desired  and  stated,  in  brief  terms,  the  reasons  for 

I 

20  ' 

which  we  desired  the  production  of  each.  As  the 

21  ' 

President  has  stated,  I  did  say  in  the  course  of  that 

22 

'  argument  that  the  defense  had  requested  the  production 

23 

for  cross-examination  of  three  Soviet  nationals  among 

24 

i  other  people.  The  three  Soviet  nationals  whom  I  had 
I 

in  mind  and  whom  the  defense  had  requested  at  the  time 


o  u 
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'  MARSHAL  OF  THE  COURT;  The  International 

Military  Tribunal  for  the  Far  East  is  now  resumed, 

THE  PRESIDEI'T:  Major  Elakeney. 

I  BLAKENEY:  May  I  say  a  few  words? 

THE  PRISIDENT;  Certainly. 

MR.  ELAKENIY;  In  connection  with  the  matter 

i 

of  defense  request  for  witnesses  to  be  produced  for 
cross-examination,  I  should  like  to  point  out  that  the 
first  formal  mention  of  this  matter  in  the  Tribunal 

occurred  on  the  28th  of  May,  pages  23,153  et  sequentia 
of  the  record,  et  which  time  it  was  requested  that  cer¬ 
tain  named  witnesses,  twelve  in  number,  be  brought  for 
cross-examination.  The  Tribunal  at  that  time  directed 
that  the  matter  be  fully  argued  at  a  future  date.  That 
argument  was  presented  to  the  Tribunal  on  the  9th  of 
June  at  pages,  23,788  et  sequentia  of  the  record. 

On  that  occasion,  in  presenting  the  request 
for  the  defense,  I  named  the  specific  witnesses  whom 
we  desired  end  stated,  in  brief  terms,  the  reasons  for 

I 

'which  we  desired  the  production  of  each.  As  the 
'president  has  stated,  I  did  say  in  the  course  of  that 
argument  that  the  defense  had  requested  the  production 
for  cross-examination  of  three  Soviet  nationals  among 
!  other  people.  The  three  Soviet  nationals  whom  I  had 
^  in  mind  and  whom  the  defense  had  requested  at  the  time 
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of  the  introduction  into  evidence  of  the  documents, 

, 

respectively  were  the  witnesses  Batarshin  and 
Chernopyatko  and  the  former  Foreign  Commissar  Litvinov, 
excerpts  from  whose  diary  were  introduced  in  evidence 
and  whose  production  for  cross-examination  was  requested 
on  page  7,718  of  the  record,  that  having  been  on  the 
14th  of  October,  1946,  as  I  have  said,  however,  in 
presenting  argument  on  the  motion  for  production'  of 
witnesses,  I  did  specify  by  name  those  who  were  then 
desired  and  I  confined  the  argument  to  those  who  had 
given  affidavits  and  whonwe  desired.  And  in  naming  the 
witnesses  desired  I  named  the  two  Soviet  witnesses  who 
have  already  appreared  within  the  past  week,  Batarshin 
and  Chernopyatko. 

The  order  of  the  Tribunal  v/as  entered  on  the 
17th  of  June  at  page  24,517  of  the  record.  In  that 
order,  after  naming  specifically  five  witnesses  and 
disposing  of  their  peculiar  cases  on  other  grounds, 
the  Tribunal  continued  as  follows:  "That  it  orders"  -- 
I  am  quoting  —  "That  it  orders  the  prosecution  to 
produce  for  cross-examination  the  other  wi+^nesses 
mentioned  in  the  said  defense  motion." 

Is  I  have  said,  the  witness  Budarin  was  not 
mentioned  in  the  said  defense  motion.  I,  therefore, 
have  assumed  then,  as  I  assumed  at  all  later  times,  that 
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jthe  witness  Eudtrin  wes  not  included  v/ithin  the  tenor 

]  t 

'of  the  order  of  the  Tribunal.  And,  parenthetically, 

2  1  .  . 
(the  production  of  the  witness  Eudtrin  was  not  requesteo 

3  ! 

'when  his  effldevlt  wes  produced,  was  tnedered,  which 

4 

^jl  assume  would  be  the  only  appropriate  time  for  enter- 
I  ing  such  a  request. 

Notwithstanding  that  the  defense  had  and  has 
s  never  requested  the  production  of  this  v/itness,  it  now 
9  aorerrs  that  when  the  prosecution  moved  on  the  19th  of 

10  August,  or  two  days  after  the  order  of  the  Tribunal 

11  of  the  17th  of  June  had  by  its  terras  become  effective, 

12  for  an  extension  of  time',  it  appears,  I  say,  that  the 
>3  name  of  the  witness  Budarin  was  included  among  those 
i'*  I  for  whom  it  was  desired  that  an  extension  of  time  be 

'  granted  before  their  production.  In  Chambers  it  was 
I  who  responded  to  the  application  and  I  can  say  only 

I 

that  I  gave  no  thought  to  the  question  of  the  addition 
'  by  the  prosecution  of  the  name  of  another  v/itness  than 
those  already  requested  by  the  defense.  I  thought  then 

^0  t 

:  and  I  think  now  that  if  the  matter  then  being  agitated 

21 

was  of  an  extension  of  time  within  which  to  produce 

22 

witnesses  requested  by  the  defense,  that  the  request  of 

23  I 

2j|  the  defense  should  govern  in  the  matter  of  what  witnesses 

25  were  under  discussion. 

I,  therefore,  submit  to  the  Tribunal  that  not  only 


is  it  quite  clear  that  the  witness  Budarin  v/as  never 

comprehended  within  the  terms  of  the  order  now  in 
question,  but  if  he  had  been  he  is  now  tendered  for 

I 

j  cross-examination  too  late  because  the  order  of  the 
Tribunal  as  extended  allowed  the  prosecution  until 
the  17th  day  of  October  to  produce  the  witnesses,  fail- 
inf  which,  in  accordance  \/ith  the  original  order,  their 
testimony  was  to  stand  stricken  or  disregarded.  There¬ 
fore,  after  the  expiration  of  the  time  so  limited  end 
after  the  passage  of  the  17th  day  of  October  the  order 
v/as  executed,  not  executory.  The  testimony  of  the 
witness  viox  Id  have  been  disregarded  and  bis  nr  eduction 

i  on  the  third  of  November  for  cross-examinaf  on  v/ould 

1 

!  in  no  way  affect  the  position. 

As  has  been  stated  to  the  Tribunal  today,  the 
defense  do  not  desire  to  cross-examine  the  witness 
and  v/hft  I  have  said  is  only  in  the  endeavor  that 
the  record  of  the  Tribunal  may  be  kept  straight. 
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THE  PKESIDEKT:  General  Vasiliev. 

Gli.'ERAL  VASILIEV:  Your  Honor,  I  confirm  our 
request  for  the  permission  of  the  Tribunal  to  produce 
;  the  v/itness  Budarin  v/ho  has  specially  arrived  in  Tokyo. 
;  I  have  already  informed  the  Tribunal  as  to  the  cir- 

i 

j  cumstances  of  the  production  of  this  v/itness  before 
I  the  Tribunal, 

When  the  question  of  the  production  of  our 
witnesses  v/as  being  discussed  on  June  the  9th  the 
defense  presented  no  specific  list,  and  I  even  had 
the  impression  that  the  defense  did  not  request  the 
production  of  witnesses,  Soviet  nationals.  This 
may  be  found  on  page  23,822  of  the  record.  However, 

^'r.  Blakeney  said  that  I  misunderstood  him  and  that 

I 

he  also  raised  the  question  as  to  the  Soviet  nationals 
I  as  well.  This  may  be  found  at  page  23,826  of  the 

I 

!  record.  As  Llr,  Blakeney  admits  himself,  he  wanted 

i 

that  three  Russian  v.'itnesses  should  be  produced,  and 
.  the  third  one  being  Mr,  Litvinov,  This  is  quite 

,  unexoected  for  us  and  we  hear  about  it  for  the 

I 

j  first  time. 

The  decision  of  the  Tribunal  which  was 
announced  on  June  the  17th  was  of  a  general  character, 
to  the  effect  that  the  witnesses  should  be  produced 
for  cr.QS^-eaamination,  otharwisa-  the.  affidavits  rrr _ 
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their  affidavits  would  be  disregarded.  The  names  of 
the  witnesses  were  not  mentioned.  Our  understanding 
Y/as  that  Mr.  Budarin  v/es  included  as  well; 

When  it  was  necessary  to  extend  the  time 
for  the  production  of  witnesses,  in  our  motion  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Tribunal  v/e  gave  the  names  of  the 
witnesses,  including  the  name  of  Mr,  Budarin,  When 
the  matter  v/as. being  discussed  in  Chambers  the  name 
of  Budarin  v/as  mentioned  as  well.  This  v/as  on  August 
the  20th, 

On  October  the  l6th,  that  is  to  say  before 
the  expiration  of  the  time  for  the  production  of 
witnesses,  Mr.  Chief  of  Counsel  mode  a  statement 
in  which  he  said  that  the  third  witness  v/as  delayed 
in  Vladivostok  due  to  illness,  and  that  the  other 
five  Y/itnesses  have  arrived.  The  defense  hod  no  ob¬ 
jections  and  I  received  no  direction  from  the  Tribunal, 
Consequently  I  v/as  under  the  impression  that  we  hove 
to  produce  the  fifth  v/itness  as  soon  as  he  recovered  — 
the  witness  Budarin  os  soon  as  he  recovered.  When  our 
five  v/itnesses  arrived  I  made  0  statement  to  the  Tri¬ 
bunal  in  v/hich  I  mentioned  that  the  sixth  v/itness, 

Mr,  Budarin,  was  delayed  in  Vladivostok  due  to  his 
illness. 


RUSSIAi.  MONITOR;  That  v/as  on  October  24  and 
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i  could  be  found  at  pago  31,70?  of  the  record. 

'  GEhERiiL  VASILIEV:  The  defense  again  made  no 

•  reply  to  tliat.  Finally  lost  week  I  heard  that  the 

I 

I  defense  allegedly  did  not  desire  to  cross-examine 

the  v.itness  Budarin.  I  requested  that  the  defense 

* 

should  specify  their  reply,  but  vrhen  I  received  it, 
on  the  same  day  I  was  informed  that  the  witness  Budarin 
v.'os  on  board  ship  on  the  way  to  Tokyo. 

Wo  liave  only  owe  desire,  to  fully  comply  with 
the  decision  of  the  Tribunal  with  regard  to  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  witnesses.  As  soon  as  the  witness  Budarin  - 
as  far  os  the  witness  Budarin  is  in  Tokyo,  we  insist 
that  this  witness  be  produced  before  the  Tribunal  for 
the  purposes  of  which  I  hove  already  informed  the 
Tribunal,  namely,  that  the  v/itness  confirm  his  affi¬ 
davit  under  oath;  secondly,  to  read  those  parts  of 
the  affidavit  which  haven't  been  previously  read  into 
the  record;  and,  thirdly,  to  entitle  the  v/itness  to 
answer  the  questions  of  the  members  of  the  Tribunal, 
and  as  I  understand  some  members  of  the  Tribunal  have 
such  questions. 

I  would  like  to  mention  it  once  more  that  the 
defense  have  no  grounds  for  asking  the  Tribunal,  under 

I  the  existing  circumstances  to  disregard  Budarin's 

! 

j _ affidavit.  _ _ _  .  _ 
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'  'IKE  PRESIDEiiT:  Y/ell,  the  decision  given 

this  morning  stands  until  my  colleagues  notify  me  of 

I  their  desire  to  change  it.  I  have  hoard  nothing  from 
them  so  far.  We  will  consider  what  you  have  both 

j  said. 

i  IS.  BL/uCEI'lEY:  I  should  like,  if  I  r.'iy ,  to 

j  ask  that  the  prosecution  be  instructed  to  state  the 
page  of  the  record  at  which  can  be  found  any  state¬ 
ment  th-t  Kenbers  of  the  Tribunal  desire  to  interro¬ 
gate  this  witness. 

i  TKL  PhESIDEIlT;  'Veil,  I  understand  one  Ilonbor 

does,  but  I  do  not  know  of  any  others,  and  I  do  not 
know  of  any  page  of  the  record  whore  it  appears. 

'  IS.  BL.UvEHEY;  I  didn't  kno\;  how  the  prosecu- 

I  tor  would  know. 

Tir  PliLSIDEKT;  ’''ell,  I  did  not  inform  him. 

I  GEKclRAL  VASILIEV;  Maybe  I  nisunder stood,  your 

words,  Mr.  President,  tut  I  understood  that  you  men¬ 
tioned  that  two  Mor.l3ers  of  the  Tribuna.l  had  some  quos- 

I  tlons  to  the  witness.  Maybe  I  misunderstood  the  trans- 

I 

j  Iction. 

I  THE  PRESIDED;  You  nay  be  right.  One  at 

!  least  did  suggest  that  Vie  would  like  to  ask  a  question, 

I  and  I  nay  have  m.entionod  it  in  court.  I  do  not  know. 

1  I  do  not  recollect  everything  I  say. _ _ _ 


to  o.  o 
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'IKE  PRESILEiiT:  V/ell,  the  decision  given 
this  morning  stands  until  my  colleagues  notify  me  of 
their  desire  to  change  it.  I  hove  heard  nothing  from 
them  so  far.  We  will  consider  v/hat  you  have  both 
said. 

IIx.  BL/aOiillEY:  I  should  like,  if  I  r.ny,  to 
ask  that  the  prosecution  bo  instructed  to  state  the 
page  of  the  record  at  which  can  bo  found  any  statu- 
nent  that  Konbers  of  the  Tribunal  dosiro  to  interro¬ 
gate  this  witness. 

THE  PuESIDEHT;  ’Veil,  I  understand  one  Ilombcr 
docs,  but  I  do  not  know  of  any  others,  and  I  do  not 
know  of  any  page  of  the  record  where  it  appears. 

IIT..  BL.UOEilffiY ;  I  didn't  kno\;  how  the  prosecu¬ 
tor  would  know . 

Tir-  PhESIDECT;  ’•'ell,  1  did  not  inforr.i  him. 

GENERAL  VASILIEV:  Maybe  I  rdsundor stood,  your 
words,  Mr.  President,  tut  I  understood  that  you  men¬ 
tioned  that  two  Members  of  the  Tribuna.l  had  some  ques¬ 
tions  to  the  witness.  Maybe  I  misunderstood  the  trans¬ 


lation. 


THE  PRESIDEI'IT:  You  nay  be  rigV'.t.  One  at 


least  did  suggest  that  he  would  like  to  ask  a  question, 

I 

I  and  I  nay  have  mentioned  it  in  court.  I  do  not  know. 

L  I  do  not  re colie ct  everything  I  s^y . _ 
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I  cu:!  toK  I  die  n>jntion  thr.t  in  court  this 
r.orning,  but  I  do  not  rccoll  doing  so.  It  wos  quite 
proper  thet  I  should  do  it,  of  criurse. 

GEN£:^AL  VASILIEV:  I  cr.n  s^.y  definitely, 
your  Honor,  when  I  chock  the  record.  I  on  srying 
this  just  now  only  on  the  hr  sis  of  the  crr.l  inter¬ 
pretation. 

THE  PrjJSIDEi'T:  ’7oll,t\vo,  r.t  leost,  of  r.y 
colleagues  assure  re  that  I  did  say  that  this  r’.orn- 
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ing. 

GEIJET.-'L  V^^ILIEV;  I  an  quite  s''tisfied, 
your  Honor'.  So  I  expect  that  the  Tribunal  will  give 
its  decision  on  the  ratter. 

THL  PrvE£IDEI!T:  As  I  sale,  tho  Tribunal 
has  already  given  its  decision.  General,  but  after 
hearing  you  they  nay  or  !'ay  not  decide  to  r.rke  an 
alteration.  That  is  for  the  oth^r  Ilenbers  of  the 
Court. 

GENERAL  V.XILILV:  Thank  you,  your  Honor. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  ’'ell,  are  yjo  finished  with 
the  witness  yet? 

BY  COLONEL  PIXEL  (Continued): 

Q  I  was  as’dLng  you,  Hr.  ’'itn-ss,  was  it  not 
expected  that  T.'.TEIhVA  would  arrive  at  the  Kwa.ntung 
urr.y  Headquarters  by  at  least  the  15th  of  Septenber, 
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1931? 

A  As  I  hr.vo  alror.dy  rupliod  to  that  question 
I  orior  to  tho  rocuss,  there  vir.s  sone  error  in  notes 
th^.t  I  rndc  on  ny  tier  j  sheet.  The  notation  should 
I  have  been  as  follows.  To  r.y  inquiry  of  the  Vice- 
;  Chief  of  Staff  whether  there  was  any  report  from 
,  T:.TEIui’"A,  the  Vice-Chief  replied  to  no  as  follows. 

I  The  Vice-Chief  said,  in  reoly  to  ay  inquiry,  that 

i 

I  "It  is  about  tine  that  TATEKAV.'A  has  arrived  on  tho 
spot,"  that  is,  in  Ila.nchuriai  and  continuing  he  said 
"Probably  ho  is  holding  discussions  with  the  Connand 
ing  Gvinoral  of  the  Kwantung  Arny,  for  there  is  as  yet 
no  reply  fron  hin."  And  it  was  a  riistcke  on  ny  part 
1  to  have  written  the  15th  on  ny  neno.  That  is  how  I 
j  feel.  It  was  a  nistake. 

Q  And  was  it  also  a  r.istake  that  you  stated 

'  in  your  renorandun  that  you  gave  to  Kajor  Kumel, 

'  that  General  TATSIuAVA  spent  nany  days  in  discussing 

the  situation  in  I!anchuric  with  the  Staff  of  the 

1  Headquarters  of  tho  Kwantung  Arny,  rnd  that  is  why 
1  * 
j  he  was  delayed  in  getting  to  I'ukdcn?  ’7r.s  that  also 

I  a  nistake? 

j  A  I  have  absolutely  not  written  such  a  thing 
^  in  r'y  nenorandun. 

I  Q  Did  you  know  what  instructions  TATAKAV.'A 
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1931? 

A  As  I  hr.vu  nlror.dy  rupliod  to  that  quostion 
orior  to  thu  recuss,  there  v;r.s  sorie  error  in  notes 
th'-.t  I  node  on  ny  rieno  shoot.  The  notation  should 
have  been  as  follov;s.  To  r.y  inquiry  of  the  Vice- 
Chief  of  Staff  whether  there  was  any  report  from 
T/.TEIui’"A,  the  Vice-Chief  replied  to  no  as  follows. 

The  Vice-Chief  said,  in  reply  to  viy  inquiry,  that  , 

"It  is  about  tine  that  TATEKAV/A  has  arrived  on  the 
spot,"  that  is,  in  Ilanchuriaj  r.nd  continuing  he  said: 
"Probably  ho  is  holding  discussions  with  the  Connand- 
ing  Gv^neral  of  the  Kviantung  Ari.iy,  for  there  is  as  yet 
no  reply  fron  him."  And  it  was  a  r.iistcku  on  ry  part 
to  have  written  the  15th  on  ny  neno.  That  is  how  I 
feel.  It  was  a  ristake. 

Q  And  was  it  also  a  r.istake  that  you  stated 
in  your  renorandun  that  you  gave  to  Ilajor  Hunnel, 
that  General  TATSIudVA  spent  nany  days  in  discussing 
the  situation  in  I!anchuria  with  the  Staff  of  the 
Pleadquarters  of  the  Kwantung  Arr:y,  and  that  is  why 

.  •  j 

he  was  delayed  in  getting  to  liukdon?  ’7rs  that  also  ! 

a  ristake? 

A  I  have  absolutely  not  written  such  a  thing 
in  ry  nenorandun.  | 

I 

Q  Did  you  know  what  instructions  TATEKAV/A  _  J 
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received  from  the  Gencrnl  Str.ff  before  he  left  for 
L'ukdun? 

A  I  do  not  know  who.t  kind  of  instructions  he 
received  nor  on  whr.t  dote  he  deported. 

Q  How,  of ter  he  hod  deported  ond  you  received 
0  telephone  r.essage  or  a  r.essoge  fron  the  General 
Staff  that  TATEKAWA  wos  on  his  way  ond  should  arrive 
shortly,  do  you  still  soy  ot  that  tine  you  didn't 
know  what  he  wos  going  up  there  for? 

A  No,  thot  is  not  so.  ’.''hot  I  said,  I  knew 
his  purpose  in  going  to  Ilonchurio,  end  who.t  I  told 
you  was  thot  I  did  not  ond  do  not  know  what  the 
instruction  wos,  what  its  contents  were,  how  it  was 
written,  what  tho  nature  of ' it  was. 

Q  Apart  from  that  what  was  the  purpose  of  his 
going  there? 

A  Thot  is  as  I  hove  clearly  set  forth  in  my 
affidavit, 

Q  Wasn' t  it  to  prevent  the  outbreak  of  an 
incident  between  the  Chinese  ond  the  Japanese? 

A  The  purpose  of  his  mission  was  that  whatever 
may  be  the  situation  or  whatever  may  b<;  the  develop¬ 
ments  every  patience  and  forbearance  must  be  exer¬ 
cised. 


Q  V/as  there  telegraph  comunlcation  at.  thc.t_ 
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tino  botv^c<.n  Tol:yo,  Port  Arthur,  c.nc’.  I'.ukc'on? 

A  Y«s,  of  course. 

Q  ’"hy  i7~s  such  r.  slow  one',  uncortr.in  nothod  of 
conr'.unicr.tin;’  r.  sitrplo  request  or  doclsion  of  the 
Gcnorcl  Str.ff  r.doptod  if  tologroph  conrunicr.tion  wr.s 
r.vr.ilablu? 

A  It  is  r.y  interpretation  that  in  the  light 
of  the  situation  within  the  arny,  and  in  order  to  tho¬ 
roughly  have  the  ideas  of  the  Chief  of  the  General 
Staff  and  the  V’ar  I  Unis  ter  understood  by  the  people 
on  the  spot,  a  person  carrying  such  detailed  infor- 
ra.tion  should  be  dispatched. 
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(;  Lio  you  discuss  the  purpose  of  TATEKAiV/V' s  trip 
with  him  before  he  left  on  his  mission  for  Ilukden? 

2 ,  - 

3  I 

4  i  Was  TATEK/iWA,  the  man  who  went  to  Mukden,  the 

5  jsamo  person  of  the  General  Staff  who  was  instrumental 

6  'in  releasing  the  bombs  to  OK/.WA  in  the  previous  Kerch? 

7  j  A  Yes,  the  same  person. 

h|  Q  Nov?,  was  TATEKAWA's  failure  to  proceed  expe- 

pltiously  to  Mukden  and  his  failure  to  deliver  the 
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'orders  received  by  him  upon  his  arrival  in  Mukden  be- 
Lause  you  and  he  had  a  pre-arranged  plan  to  permit  an 
jincident  to  occur? 

A  Absolutely  not.  I  have  hearo  th'>t  that  has 
been  entered  in  il/.R/DA»s  Diary,  but  that  is  completely 
without  foundation.  It  is  a  complete  falsehood  and 

a  fabrication  on  his  part. 

Q  While  you  were  Chief  of  the  Military  Affairs 

jBureau,  did  you  know  v?hat  action  the  Kwantung  Army 


20  iwas  taking  in  connection  with  the  matter  of  Manchukuoan 

21  I  independence?  In  other  words,  was  the  Kwantung  Army 

22  Iguioing  the  independence  movement  in  any  way  in  Man- 

23  jcnukuo  for  the  establishment  of  the  regency? 

24 1  I  inquire  whether  you  are  referring  to 

25  L.attGrs  after  the  outbreak  of  the  Manchurian  Incident? 
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A  I  think,  if  my  momory  sorvos  mo  right,  th^t  j 

I 

on  the  15th  of  November,  the  'fnr  I'inister  sent  | 

instructions  to  the  comnsnoing  general  of  the  K’^'antung  | 
Array  to  the  effect  that  the  K'vantung  Army  should  not  i 
under  any  circumstances  participate  in  political  ques-  I 

I 

j  tions  'A’hich  center  around  Mr,  Pu-Yi.  And  I  think  the  • 

]  Kwantung  Army  '.vas  not  doing  anything  of  the  kind  in 

pursuance  of  this  instruction. 

Lie  the  document  come  to  your  attention  that 
was  forwarded  by  lIYiAICI,  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the 
Kwantung  .'rny,  to  the  Vice-kinistor  of  ’/ar  on  or  about  j 
5  Lecomber  1931,  dealing  with  this  very  matter;  that 
is,  tne  policy  of  guiding  the  independence  ocvecent 
in  ilanchuria  at  that  tine? 
j  A  I  nave  no  recollection. 

colonel  FIXELj  I'ay  the  witness  be  shown  an 
excerot,  being  serial  No.  14-9,  from  exhibit  3038-0, 
whioh  has  previously  been  accepted  for  identification  ) 
•by  the  Tribunal,  being  a  report  dated  5  December  1931,  ! 
j  from  the  Chief  of  Staff,  Kw.antung  Army,  to  the  Vice-  j 
Minister  of  'Jar,  pertaining  to  the  temporary  system 
being  carried  out  until  the  establishment  of  the  new 

I 

■  regime. 

» 

'/ill  you  state  whether  the  document  referred 
- pAgjfad-thrnugh  youT  office  while  you  were  Chief  of 
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the  !lilitary  Affairs  Bureau,  and  do  you  acmit  the  truth 
of  the  contents  of  the  document? 

hIR,  BROOKS:  While  the  witness  is  looking 
at  it,  your  Honor,  I  v/ould  like  to  have  a  copy  of  any¬ 
thing  sho’m  to  the  witness  because  I  am  unable  to 
follow  the  questions;  I  don't  know  whether  he  is  mis¬ 
leading  or  what  he  is  quoting  from.  And  it  would  scve 
a  lot  of  tinie  if  the  counsel  were  furnished  copies 
documents  in  advance,  as  the  defense  has  been  required 
to  do  under  similar  circumstances. 

If  anything  is  shown  to  a  witness  in  the  box 
upon  which  ho  is  being  questioned,  I  understand  his 
defense  counsel  should  have  n  copy  so  that  he  can  fol¬ 
low  the  question.  I  do  not  have  any  chance  to  look 
at  any  record  of  transcript  until  it  is  too  late, 

THE  PRSSIDE.'T:  That  is  contrary  to  my  under 
standing  of  these  matters.  The  effectiveness  of  a 
cross-examination  may  be  entirely  destroyed  if  such 
a  procecure  were  aoopted.  The  element  of  surprise 
might  disappear  in  that  way. 

Tne  best  example  th?»t  I  can  recall  of  an 
effective  cross-examination  was  in  the  Plggott  Forgery 
case,  where  Lord  Russell  kept  the  letters  in  his  hands 
until  the  conclusion  of  his  cross-examination.  And 
r.^rd  Patrick  mines  me,  I  have  repeatedly  told  you 
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thet  in  the  course  of  this  trial. 

1 
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fR.  BROO'iIS:  If  your  Honor  please,  I  am  not 
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asking  for  it  in  advance.  I  am  saying  that  nov;  that 

I 
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it  has  been  shown  to  the  witness  and  ho  is  asking  ques- 

5 

tions  on  it,  I  should  have  a  copy  at  that  time  to 

6 

protect  nis  interests.  I  could  not  make  an  objection 

7 

on  it  until  it  is  offered;  I  understand  that. 

8 

THE  PRSSIDEN’T;  You  must  get  it  in  duo  time 

, 

9 

to  re-examine  o.a  it,  but  not  any  earlier. 

1 
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I^R.  BROOKS;  That  is  a  customary  procedure 

11 

in  our  courts  to  prevent  unfair  aovantage  being  taken 

1  1 
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of  the  defense. 

1 

:i 
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THE  PRESIDENT;  ’■'/e  will  proceed  as  before. 

1 1 
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i.  You  admit  the  truth  of  the  contents  of  the 
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document? 

1 

16 

17 

k  1  shall  reply.  This  is  a  document  upon  which 

18 

I  have  never  cast  my  eyes.  Tne  contents  of  this  document 

19 

seem  to  be  personal  opinions;  something  that  has  never 
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1 
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been  adopted.  Tnere  are  seals  impressed  on  this  docu- 

21 

mont,  but  my  own  seal  does  not  appear  on  it.  Neither 
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is  there  a  seal  of  the  section  chief.  It  bears  only 
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the  seal  of  one  SUZUKI. 

24 

It  Goes  appear,  however,  that  it  went  through 

25 

the  I'ilitary  Affairs  Section;  isn't  that  true? 

A  ?Tn.  rnt  the  Military  Affairs  Section.  The 

k 
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hiilltnry  Administration  Section;  the  seal  of  that  section 
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is  on  this  document. 
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Isn't  tliero  a  soal  dated  9  Locembor  1931, 

3 

Vilitary  /Iffairs  Section,  on  that  document?  i 
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A  No;  the  Military  Aoministration  Section:  the 

5 

6 

Gunji-ka. 

7 

TIIE  PRESIDENT:  Ve  propose  to  adjourn,  no’.v, 
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for  a  conference  of  the  Judges, 

y 

vVe  will  adjourn  until  half-past  nine ’tomorrow 

10 

morning , 

11 

(¥heroupon,  at  I6OO,  an  adjournment 
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was  taken  until  Tuesday,  4  November  1947,  •'^t 
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